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REPORT OF THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL. 



State op Calipobnia, Oppicb op Attobnbt-Genbbal, 
Sacbamento, September 21, 1900. 
To His Excellency Henry T. Gage, Governor of California. 

Snt: Pureuant to the proviBions of Section 470 of. the Political Code, I 
herewith transmit my official report, covering the work of this office for. 
the two years ending September 1, 1900. 

An examination of the report will disclose a volume of business 
probably unequaled in any similar period of time hitherto. 

This is especially trne with respect to the civil business of the office. 
Indeed, this branch of the work has severely taxed the time and energy 
of the office force, and but for the arrangement that relieves this office 
of the vast amount of legal work connected with the State Hospitals for 
the caie of the insane, it would scarcely have been possible to have 
properly attended to the business that has poured into this office during 
the last twenty months. 

As iUuBtrative of the magnitude and variety of the civil matters 
constantly demanding attention, a few representative cases may be cited: 

Stanfoed Inhebitance Tax Case, 

This case involved about a quarter of a million of dollars claimed to 
be due the State. The Supreme Court, in department, had decided 
against the State, but, upon the petition of my predecessor, a rehearing 
in bank was granted, and the case was there pending when I assumed 
office. The case was thereafter reargued at length, both by myself and 
by counsel for the Stanford legatees, whereupon the court overruled the 
department decision and ordered judgment entered for the State, thus 
increasing the State school fund by the amount above named. 

Leake vs. Colgan. 

Shortly after assuming office I was asked for an opinion by the State 
Controller respecting the existence of the office of Commissioner of 
Public Works. After an extensive examination of the question I was 
driven to the conclusion that the office had ceased to exist, and, upon 
the matter being taken into court, this view was sustained by the 
Supreme Court. 
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Sponogle vs. Cdbnow. 

Prior to 1897, the law providing for the government and management 
of the several State Hospitals for the treatment of the insane was con- 
tained in numerous separate statntes. In the year named, however, the 
Insanity Law (so called) was passed, placing the general supervision 
of the several hospitals under a single commission designated the State 
Commission in Lunacy, and making uniform provision for the local 
management of the several hospitals. Many serious questions there- 
upon arose as to what prior statutes were still in force, none of them 
having been expressly repealed. Upon a careful examination of the 
law I reached the conclusion that it was the intention of the Legislature 
that the Insanity Law should supersede all prior laws upon the same 
subject, and so advised the State Commission in Lunacy. This view 
was upheld by the trial court in the above case which is now pending 
on appeal to the Supreme Court. 

Bbaslan v8. Superior Court. 

Shortly after I assumed office the Union Savings Bank of San Job6 
was declared insolvent and it was deemed expedient by the Board of 
Bank Commissioners that a new hoard of directors should be appointed 
by the court to conduct the liquidation of the bank's affairs. Upon the 
advice of this office the suggested procedure was followed and the power 
of the court to so appoint was upheld by the Supreme Court in the case 
above noted. 

Bond Tax Casks. 

These cases involved the taxation of the bonds of railroad and other 
Quast-public corporations. The Supreme Court, by its majority opinion, 
held tlkat the class of securities referred to was not subject to taxation, 
following the grounds intimated by this office in its opinion of July 3', 
1899. 

Yolo v». Colgak. 

This is a teat case brought to determine the right of the several counties 
to collect from the State certain commissions claimed to be due for the 
collection of State taxes by the several counties, and involves about a 
million and a half dollars. The lower court gave judgment for the 
State; the plaintiff then appealed, and the case has been argued and 
submitted in the Supreme Court. 

Pboplb vs. Wells, Fargo & Co, 

This action was instituted by my predecessor in the Superior Court 
of this State, but was removed by defendant to the United States Circuit 
Court, where it was pending when I assumed office. I had it remanded 
to the State court, where I obtained judgment against the Express 
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Company; whereupon an appeal was taken to the Supreme Court, where 
the same has been argued and submitted. The qneatioa involved is the 
right of the Express Company to decline to forward express packages 
without the prepayment by the shipper of the revenue tax of one cent 
for each package forwarded, or rather for the receipt therefor. 

Pbople us. Cubby. 

At its regular Bession in 1899, the Legislature proposed a number 
of constitutional amendments, among which was one looking to the 
reorganization of the appellate judiciary of the State. At its extra 
session in 1900, the Lregislature again proposed a constitutional amend- 
ment in respect to the appellate judiciary, and manifestly intended to 
supersede and displace the proposed amendment upon the same subject 
of 1899. A namber of questions thereupon arose upon which the advice 
of this office was obtained, and, because of the grave and far-reaching 
consequences of a possible mistake, the foregoing action was begun with 
a view to securing a judicial determination of such questions. On the 
18th instant (September, 1900) the Supreme Court announced the 
rule to be followed, thus avoiding the liability of serious mistake in 
the submission of the proposed constitutional amendments. 

SuiTH vs. Rbbves. 

I found this case pending in the United States Circuit Court of Appeals, 
whence it was appealed to the Supreme Court of the United States from 
a judgment theretofore rendered in the first named court in favor of the 
State. The suit involved the taxes upon certain railroad rolling stock 
of the Atlantic 4 Pacific Railroad Company, and, after oral argument, 
• the Supreme Court of the United States aflSrmed the judgment of the 
United States Circuit Court of Appeals in favor of the State. 

Railroad Coumissionbbb va. Mareet Street Railway Coupany. 

This suit was brought by my predecessor to compel the Market Street 
Railway Company to submit its books and accounts to the examination 
of the Board of Railroad Commissioners. Judgment went against the 
Commissiouers in the trial court, in which condition I found the case at 
the time I assumed office. I took an appeal to the Supreme Court, where 
the same is now under submission. 

Railboad Commissioners vs. Sodthebn Pacific Company. 

This is by far the most important case that has arisen in our State 
courts since the adoption of the present Constitution in 1879. Under 
that provision of our State Constitution which (except under certain 
prescribed conditions) prohibits the raising of railroad rates when once 
lowered for purposes of competition, complaint was made to the State 
Board of Railroad Commissioners that the Southern Pacific Company, 
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after lowering its rates for the purpose of competing with the San Fran- 
cIbco & San Joaquin Valley Railway Company, had thereafter raised its 
rates without obtaining the consent required by law. 

The validity of the constitutional provision in question, as tested by 
the limitations of the Federal Constitution; the power of the Railroad 
Commission to " hear and determine " complaints against railroad and 
other transportation companies; the legal force and efiect of the 
decisions and orders of the Railroad Commission; in short, the power 
of the people, through their lawfully constituted authorities, to deal 
with the great problem of transportation, is here put to a supreme and 
final test. 

The trial court upheld the Constitution in the particulars referred to 
and sustained the Railroad Commission in the exercise of the jKiner 
thus conferred upon that body. An appeal was taken by the Bailroad 
Company to the Supreme Court, where the same was argued and sub- 
mitted on the 6th instant (September, 1900). 



The foregoing cases will serve to illustrate the variety and magnitude 
of the civil litigation (and there are never less than eighty or ninety 
cases pending) in which the interests of the State are represented by 
this office. 

The task which is allotted to this office will be the better appreciated 
when it is remembered that in the foregoing cases, as in many others, 
we are compelled to contend against the power of private and corporate 
wealth and the skill and learning of the leaders of the California bar. . 
The success, therefore, which has come to the State in these matters is 
exceedingly gratifying. 

It may not be amiss to here call attention to the fact that in the 
matter of money judgments during the twenty months since I assumed 
office there has been recovered against the State but one judgment, and 
that in the small sum of #198.33, while judgments in favor of the State 
represent the sum of nearly $300,000.00. 

LEAVE TO SUE CASES. 

Applications for leave to use the name of the People of tb.e State of 
California as plaintiff have been numerous. Such applications involved 
questions concerning (1) disputes over the title to office, (2) public 
nuisances, and (3) the lawful exercise of corporate power, both public 
and private. These applications have been granted or refased as I 
deemed the public interest required. I have endeavored to so exercise 
this prerogative as to protect the individual from spiteful litigation, 
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and also to prevent the private aBsumption of pablic rights. In each 
case I have examined tiie facts and the lair as though I were myself 
commencing the proceeding. 

ESCHEATED ESTATES. 

At the beginning of my term I found that a large part of the litiga- 
tion in which this office was interested arose out of so-called " Escheated 
Estates.'* The practice was to cause the proceeds of such estates to be 
paid into the State Treasury, as provided in Section 474, Political Code. 
By reason of the confused condition of the law of California, the State's 
title to such moneys was constantly being questioned by persons claiming 
to be heirs and appearing subsequent to the judgment of escheat. I have 
carefully guarded the State's rights in such matters, and have earnestly 
contested all applications on the part of such purported heirs. I have 
now in hand a number of such cases, through which I hope to secure 
from the Supreme Court a clear statement of the law governing escheats 
and as a result of which I anticipate some 1800,000 will be saved to the 
school funds of this State. 

CRIMINAL APPEALS. 

From the fifty-seven counties of the State there come to this office an 
average of over six criminal appeals per month, or about one and one 
half per week, some of them presenting questions of the gravest character 
and all of them demanding prompt and constant attention. This branch 
of the work formerly represented the principal portion of the official 
duties of the Attorney-General, and, though the work in this branch 
has increased, it has been overshadowed in point of volume of business 
by the civil litigation. This enormous increase in the civil business of 
the office arises from the fact that all civil litigation affecting Stateofficers, 
boards, and commiasions was formerly conducted by specially employed 
counsel, while now, by virtue of recent legislation, it is a part of the work 
officially devolving upon this office. 

When I assumed office the so-called Hoff murder case was under sub- 
mission in the Supreme Court, and a decision was thereafter rendered 
reversing the case because of an erroneous instruction in respect to cir- 
cumstantial evidence. This same instruction had been formerly given 
in the Durrant case and had been given in a number of cases wherein 
convictions were had and which were then pending on appeal in the 
Supreme Court. Appreciating the far-ieaching effects which would result 
from the decision thus rendered in the Hoff case, I petitioned for a 
rehearing, which was granted, and thereafter, in conjunction with the 
Assistant District Attorney of Alameda County, I argued the case orally, 
but by a vote of four to threeihe Supreme Court decided to adhere to its 
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fonnet ruling. This ruling of the Supreme Coart will necessitate the 
retrial of several other murder cases in which the same instmction was 
^ven. Among these is the so-called Botkio case, wherein a further issue 
is involved in respect to the jurisdiction of the courts of this State, the 
killing having heen effected by means of poisoned candy sent from San 
Francisco through the mails to the State of Delaware, where the same 
was eaten with fatal effect. This question of jurisdiction is still before 
the Supreme Court. 

At this point I b^ to recommend that the statute prescribing the 
manner in which records on appeal in criminal cases are made up might 
be amended with beneficial reanlts. It is at present made the duty of 
the several County Clerks to make up the record on appeal in criminal 
cases, and, while they are at liberty to ask the advice of the District 
Attorney, such a course, I understand, is not usual, but is rather the 
exception, and I r^ret to say that the District Attorneys do not always 
follow their cases closely after a verdict of guil^ and pending their 
appeal to the Supreme Court. The result is that Uie records frequently 
reach this office in a highly unsatisfactory condition. Some time since 
I addressed a communication to the several District Attorneys of the 
State, calling attention, among other things, to the conditions here sug- 
gested, and I am pleased to say that great good has resulted therefrom. 

OPINIONS AND CONSULTATIONS. 

During the twenty months ending September 1, 1900, 1 have written 
four hundred and twenty opinions, an aver^;e of nearly one a day, ex- 
cluding Sundays and holidays. These opinions were written in response 
to requests therefor from the Governor, the Secretary of State, the 
Controller, the Treasurer, the Surveyor-General, the Su{>erin ten dent of 
Public Instruction, the Clerk of the Supreme Court, the Adjutant- 
General, the Bank CommissionerB, the Fish Commissioners, the Labor 
Commissioner, the State Dairy Bureau, the Trustees of the State Normal 
Schools, a number of District Agricultural AsBociations, the State Board 
of Pharmacy, the Board of Railroad C6mmissioners, the State Board of 
Equalization, the State Board of Education, the Board of State Harbor 
Commissioners, the Harbor Commissioners of the Port of Eureka, the 
State Board of Examiners, the Wardens of the State Prisons, the State 
Board of Health, the Highway Commissioner, the Home for Feeble- 
Minded, the Pilot Commissioners, the Port Warden of San Diego, the 
Preston School of Industry, the Whittier State School, the Veterans' 
Home, the State Printing Office, and forty of the fifty-seven District 
Attorneys in the State. 

The opinions thus rendered cover the many and complicated questions 
constantly arising in the administration of the affairs of a great and 
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growing State. Statatory constraction has entered into mucli of this- 
branch of the work and constitntional qnestionB have not infreqaently 
arisen. Fully one-fourth of the work of the office is covered by the 
preparation and transmiaeion of opinions. 

Not included in the above are many reBponees to officials of other 
States and Federal officere in reaped to some law or role of procedure of 
this State; also numerous oral coneultations; also inquiries answered by 
mailing copy of opinion already written. 

In many instances the questions in relation to which official opinions- 
were thus given were afterward made the subject of judicial determina- 
tion, and in nearly every such instance the opinion of this office has been 
fully sustained by the courts. 

BOARD OF EXAMINERS. 

As a member of the State Board of Examiners I have, either in person 
or by my Assistant, attended the innumerable meetings of that body 
and assisted in auditing some ten thousand claims, involving a little over 
seven and a half millions of dollars. I have, in the same manner, par- 
ticipated in investigations made by the Board, notably the investigation 
of the proposed drainage plant at Folsom State Prison and the investi- 
gation of the financial needs and management of the Southern Cali- 
fornia Hospital, the Whittier State School, and the Preston School of 
Industry. 

STATE COMMISSION IN LUNACY. 

As a member of the Stat« Commission in Lunacy, I have, either in 
person or by my Assistant, attended from one to four meetings of that 
body monthly, and, in the same manner, have attended three quarterly 
joint meetings of the Medical Superintendents of the several Hospitals 
and the Commission, held respectively at Sacramento, Napa, and Stock- 
ton; also, in the same manner, participated in the investigation of certain 
charges at Agnews State Hospital. In like manner I attended the series 
of meetings resulting in the adoption of a new schedule of salaries at 
the several State Hospitals, which, with Bom.e few exceptions, has given 
general satisfaction and has resulted in saving some sixteen thousand 
dollars per annum to the State. 

The work of the Commission will, however, be reported to you through 
other channels, and further reference thereto is therefore unnecessary 
here, except, possibly, to suggest that the work of the Commission is by 
no means light or unimportant, involving, as it does, the general and ' 
financial supervision of that vast and complicated department of our 
State government represented by the State Hospitals of California. 
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STATE BOARD OF MILITARY AUDITORS. 

The State Board of Military Aaditors conBists of the Governor, the 
Adjutant-General, and the Attorney-General. With very few excep- 
tions, I have personally participated in all the work of the Board since 
I became a member of it, 

I have thus assisted in auditing over one thousand military claims 
agaioBt the State, resulting in the allowance of nearly a quarter of a 
million of dollars. 

CLERICAL WORK OF THE OFFICE. 

The clerical force of the office, I regret to say, is inadequate to the 
work necessary to an efficient discharge of the duties imposed by law 
upon the Attorney-General. It has been my earnest eftbrt to keep all 
work current and to conduct the office along methodical and businesH 
Unes, but I have been much hampered by the unfortunate lack of ade- 
quate clerical assistance. As a makeshift I have been compelled to draw 
upon my contingent and costs of suits funds for the payment of extra 
-clerical help, which, in turn, has crippled the work of the office in other 
directions. A brief reference to the clerical work which I have found 
absolutely essential to a proper conduct of the office will afford some 
illustration of the observations here made. 

During the twenty months ending September 1, 1900, the clerical 
force of this office wrote 4,817 official communications and 420 opin- 
ions, the latter alone covering some 2,000 pages of type-written matter. 
Additional copies of opinions have been made to the extent of about 
500 pages. Some fifty briefs have been written in civil cases, involving, 
in the aggregate, about 1,200 pages, and 80 briefs have been written in 
criminal cases, involving about 800 pages. In addition to the above, 
there has been the stenographic work incident to the large mass of civil 
business constantly pending, which is never less than 85 cases. 

The clerical force is required to number, index, and file opinions, in 
duplicate; index, docket, and file papers in civil litigation, criminal 
appeals (of which at least 35 or 40 are always open), "leave to sue" 
-cases, and escheated estates; to keep a general index of miscellaneous 
papers and reports; to keep a letter-hook index; to keep account hooka 
of the funds of the office and see to the payment of the various items of 
expenditure; to read proof upon all matters sent to the State Printer; 
. to keep a daily journal of matters coming up, and advise the members 
of the office force of the entries therein, in order that no defaults may 
be taken; to prepare for the deputies in charge of the various depart- 
ments their monthly reports to the Attorney -General; to serve papers; 
e visitors; answer the telephones, and run general errands. 
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The entries in but few of the cases on the civil docket were brought 
down to date when the books of the office were turned over by my prede- 
cessor. More especially is this true with relation to the "leave to 
sue" docket. In fact, many cases upon that docket appeared to be in 
the first stages of procedure, when, upon inquiry, it was found that they 
were finally determined and closed long prior to my assuming office. 

Nothing in the nature of a digest or index to the opinions rendered 
by any of my predecessors was to be found, and the greater portion of 
their valuable work in that behalf is therefore lost to the State. I have 
inaugurated a card-system, of indexing and cross-indexing of opinions by 
subjects, thus rendering them available for future reference. 

A large amount of matter in the nature of reports from the various 
State commissions and institutions, preliminary data for the basis of 
actions which are never commenced, applications for " leave to sue" 
which are denied, and so on, is constantly pouring into the office, and 
while immediately upon its receipt it becomes a part of the office records, 
it has never heretofore been filed in a manner to make it accessible, 
except by relying upon the memory of the person who filed it. I have 
opened a book, called the "General Index," in which an available 
reference to all of these matters is entered. 

REPORTS OF DISTRICT ATTORNEYS. 

Section 470 of the Political Code has long required reports from the 
several District Attorneys to accompany the biennial report of the 
Attorney- General, but, so far as I am advised, that requirement is 
complied with this year for the first time. Accompanying the report 
herewith transmitted will be found reports from District Attorneys 
covering the following counties: 

Alameda, Amador, Butte, Colusa, Del Norte, El Dorado, Fresno, Glenn, 
Humboldt, Inyo, Kern, Los Angeles, Madera, Mariposa, Merced, Modoc, 
Monterey, Nevada, Orange, Placer, Riverside, Sacramento, San Benito, 
San Bernardino, San Diego, San Francisco, San Joaquin, San Luis 
Obispo, Santa Barbara, Santa Clara, Sierra, Solano, Stanislaus, Sutter, 
Tehama, Tulare, Tuolnmne, Ventura, Yolo, Yuba. 

Although requested from all alike, no reports have been received from 
the remaining 17 counties. 

Some interesting statistical data is derivable from these reports, and 
a reading of them will disclose a highly satisfactory condition in this 
branch of the State's service. 

It will be noted that out of a total of over 2,500 felony prosecutions 
in the 40 counties from which reports have been received, less than 18 
per cent of them resulted in acquittals. 



jt,Googlc 



BEPOBT OF ATTORMEY-OBNUtAI.. 



CONCLUSION. 



In coDcluaioQ, I b^ to state th&t the work of this office is all cnrrettt, 
and that it has been my policy to coostantly keep it so. This at times 
has been diffi colt, particularly in view of the lack of clerical aBsistance, 
but by methodical and syetematic arrangement we have prevented sdj 
of the work from lagging behind. 

I desire to further add that the gratifying results herein briefly sug- 
gested could not have been accomplished but for the cordial and ener- 
getic aid of able and industrious assistants. I cannot here well refer in 
detail to the work of those with whom I have been officially associated 
during the twenty months past, but I desire to make this public 
acknowledgment of my deep and abiding sense of gratitude for their 
loyal and earnest support and their untiring efforts to make the work 
of this office a success. 

Respectfully submitted. 

TIREY L. FORD, 

Attorney-General. 
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SOHElDtrLB "A." 



OlVn. OASES IH THE SUFBEHE OOURT OF THE 
UNITED STATES. 



C. W. Smith, as aucceasor to J, W. Reinhart, John J. McCooh, and 
Joseph C. Wilson as Receivers of the Atlantic & Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany, Plaintiff in Error, vs. Truman Reeves as Treasurer of the State 
of California, substituted for W. S. Green as Treasurer of the State of 
California, substituted for Levi Rackliffe as Treasurer of the State of Cali- 
Jomia, substituted for J. R. McDonald as Treasurer of the State of Oali- 
Jomia, Defendant in Error. Commenced in United States Circuit Court, 
by complaint for judgment against defendant as Treasurer of the State 
of California for $2,272.80 paid by defendant, under protest, ae taxes 
aBaeseed by the State Board of Equalization upon certain rolling stock 
operated in more than one county in tbe State, and for interest and 
costs. Judgment for defendant dismissing complaint, December 17, 
1897. Appealed to United States Circuit Court of Appeals; tbence to 
United States Supreme Court, and on May 14, 1900, judgment affirmed 
in favor of tbe State. 



OIVIL OASES IN UNITED STATES OIHOUIT OOUKT. 



Southern Pacific Company, Complainant, vs. Board of Railroad Com- 
missioners of the State of California, et al.. Defendants. By complaint 
to enjoin defendants from establishing rates of charges under resolution 
adopted September 12-13, 1895, etc. On motion of complainant, tbe 
Southern Pacific Company, the above case was dismissed on May 19, 
1899, and final judgment of dismissal was thereupon entered. 

Mercantile Trust Company, Complainant, vs. Atlantic & Pacific Rail- 
road Company, ei ai., Defendants; State of California, Petitioner. By 
three separate petitions that delinquent State and county taxes, and 
penalties,for three different fiscal years, aggregating $6,681.10, be allowed 
as preferred claims against Atlantic & Pacific Railroad Company, and 
that an order be made directing receivers to pay same. Stipulated that 
petitions abide decision in case of Smith vs. Reeves. 
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Schedule "B" — Gontinaed. 
Charles H. Smith, Comjdaituinl, vs. California & Nevada Railroad 
Company, tl al., Defendante; Slate of California, Petitioner. By three 
separate petitions that delinquent taxes, and penalties, for three differ- 
ent fiscal years,' he allowed as- preferred claims against California & 
Nevada Railroad Company, and that an order be made directing receiver 
to pay same. Petition filed July 30, 1896, for *1,467.57; August 4, 1897, 
for 11,282.76; August 3, 1898, for 11,601.63. 



SOHBDULB "O." 



CIVIL OASES IN THE SUPBEUE OOURT OF THE 
STATE OF OALIFOBNIA. 



John 0. Reie, Plaintiff and Respondent, vs. Slate of California, 
Defendant and Appellant. By complaint in the Superior Court of 
Marin County, transferred thence to Sacramento County, for judgment 
f^ainst defendant, on account of Indian War Bonds, for $33,972.12, 
with interest on amount represented by each coupon mentioned in said 
complaint, from ite date of maturity. Judgment and order denying 
motion for new trial, reversed. On December 28, 1899, judgment 
vacated on petition for rehearing and cause ordered 9n hank calendar. 
Continued to Sacramento calendar, 1900. 

A. S. Baldvrin, Plaintiff, and Respondent, vs. State of California, 

Defendant and Appellant. Same as Rets vs. State, supra, except that 
action is for $7,428.91. 

M. H. Mead, Plaintiff and Respondent, vs. State of California, Defendant 
and Appellant. Same as Reis vs. Slate, supra, except that action is for 
$536.64. 

People, etc.. Plaintiff and Respondent, vs. Bank of Mendocino, el al., 
Defendants and Appellants. By complaint in the Superior Court of 
Mendocino County to enjoin defendants from further transaction of 
buainesa, except for the purposes of liquidation. Judgment for plaintiff 
March lO, 1896. Motion to modify judgment made February 20, 1900, 
and denied. Defendants appealed and have filed their brief, and 
respondent has to September 4, 1900, to reply. 

People, etc.. Plaintiff and Appellant, vs. National Bank of D. 0. Mills, 
Defendant and Respondent. By complaint in the Superior Court of 
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Sacramento County for jadgment for $16,995.76, and costs of suit. Judg- 
ment for defendant June 25, 1897. Plaintiff appealed, and on Decembet 
19, 1898, judgment and order affirmed. Closed. 

Board of Railroad Commiseionen, et al., Plaintiffs and Appellants, vs. 
Market Street Railway Company, et al., Defendants and Respondents. In 
Superior Court of City and County of San Francisco by mandamus to 
compel defendants to produce for the examination of plointifEs the books 
and papers required in the subpcena set out in the complaint. Judgment 
for defendants April 18, 1899, refusing peremptory writ of mandate and 
dismissing action. Plaintiffs appealed, and cause was submitted on briefs 
on March 27, 1900. 

0. P. Kelsey, Plaintiff and Respondent, vs. Merced County, Defendant 
and AppeUant. By complaint in the Superior Court of Fresno County 
for judgment for $1,890. Judgment for plaintiff for $486; defendant 
appealed, and on December 13, 1898, judgment reversed. 

People, etc.. Plaintiff and Appellant, vs. A. A. Smith, et al.. Defendants 
and Respondents. By complaint in the Superior Court of Modoc County 
for judgment against defendants for $15,127.80. Judgment for defend- 
ants, and plaintiffappealed,and on December 19, 1898, judgment reversed. 

Jennie McEldowney, Plaintiff and Respondent, vs. John Madden, Defend- 
ant and Appellant; People, etc., Inlervenore and Appellapts. By complaint 
in Superior Court of Modoc County for $400 and costs; judgment ren- 
dered for plaintiff, and intervenors appealed; judgment reversed on 
March 24, 1899, and cause remanded, with directions to court below to 
permit complaint in intervention to be filed. 

People, etc., Plaintiff and Respondent, vs. Union Building and Loan 
Association of Sacramento, et al.. Defendants and Appellants, By com- 
plaint in Superior Court of Sacramento County to enjoin defendants 
from further transaction of business, and for receiver. Judgment for 
plaintiff, and receiver appointed; defendants appealed, and on October 
20, 1899, judgment modified by eliminating therefrom all provisions 
relating to receivership, and, as modified, affirmed. Judgment of depart- 
ment affirmed in bank, December 29, 1899. 

Jtdius J. Mack, f^intiff and Respondent, vs. H. A. Jastro, et. al., as 
Supervisors of Kern County, Defendants and Appellants; Trowbridge & 
Co., Intervenors and Appellants. By complaint in the Superior Court 
of Kem County to enjoin defendants from selling to intervenors certain 
bonds of Kern County, and that said bonds be sold to the highest bld- 
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der, etc. Jadgment for plaintiff; defendants and interrenors appealed, 
and on September 16, 1899, decreed upon papers and pleadings ' that 
trial court enter judgment for defendantet and intervenora. 

/. K. McPhenon, Plaintiff and Appellant, vs. San Joaquin County, 
Defendant and Respondent. By complaint in the Superior Court of 
San Joaquin Count; for judgment for |1,S74.99 and costs, being for 
balance due on contract for boring of well for defendant. Judgment 
for defendant; plaintiff appealed, and on March 24, 1899, judgment 
reversed. 

People ex rel. Warfield, Plaintiff and Respondent, vs. Sutter Street Rail- 
way, Defendant and Appellant. Second appeal from an order of Superior 
Court of City and County of San Francisco allowing interest on money 
judgment. Judgment modified August 23, 1900, and, as modified, 
afiBrmed. 

Riverside County, Plaintiff and Respondent, vs. P. J. Stoehnan, et al.. 
Defendants and Appellanti. By complaint in the Superior Court of 
Riverside County to condemn land for public road purposefi. Judg- 
ment for plaintiff, and defendants appealed. On April 11, 1899, jadg- 
ment affirmed. Petition for rehearing denied. 

Napa State Hospital, Plaintiff and Appellant, vs. Richard Flaherty, 
Defendant and Respondent. By complaint in the Superior Court of the 
City and Connty of Sao Francisco, for judgment for 1799, maintenance 
of inmate of plaintiff institution. Demurrer to amended complaint 
sustained and judgment entered for defendant; plaintiff appealed. 
Appellant fifteen days from August 28th to file brief. 

Adina Mitchell, et al., Petitioners, vs. E. P. Colgan as State Controller, • 
etc., Respondent. Mandamus in Superior Court of Sacramento County 
to compel issuance of warrant for certain debts incurred by defendants 
as trustees of Whittier State School. Petition denied October 17, 1898. 

County of Sonoma, Plaintiff and Respondent, vs. Gil P. Sail, L. Toma- 
sini, H. E. Lawrence, and George Zimmermann, Defendants and Appellants. 
By complaint in Superior Court of Sonoma County to recover $1,000 on 
official bond, and costs. Judgment for plaintiff. Defendants appealed. 
Cause submitted July 3, 1899. 

County of Sonoma, etc., Plaintiff and Respondent, vs. Gil P. Hall,et al., 
Defendants and Appellants. By complaint in the Superior Court of 
Sonoma County to recover $4,613.38 and costs. Judgment for plaintiff. 
Defendants appealed. Cause submitted July 3, 1899. 
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The People of the State of CaUfor-aia, by Tirey L. Fordf Attomey- 
Oeneral, Plaintiff and Respondent, vs. Wells, Fargo & Co. (a corporation), 
Defendant and Appellant. In Superior Conrt, City and County of San 
Francisco, by mandamnB to compel defendants to forward oxprese pack- 
ages without requiring shipper to provide revenue stamp. Motion of 
plaintiff for judgment on pleadings granted. Defendant appealed. 
Cause argued and submitted September 5, 1900. 

The People of the State of CaUfomia, Respondent, vs. Hugh Buchanan, 
Petitioner. Petition for writ of habeas corpus directing A. M. Gardner, 
as Superintendent of Napa State Hospital, to release petitioner from 
custody. On July 28, 1900, writ granted and defendant ordered to be 
returned to custody of Sheriff of Yuba County for trial in Superior Court 
upon charge of murder. {Note: A petition of the same nature in the 
Superior Court of Napa County was denied on December 8, 1899.) 

County of Yolo, Plaintiff and Appellant, vs. Edward P. Colgan as Con- 
troller of the Stale of CaUfomia, Defendant and Respondent. In Superior 
Court of Yolo County, transferred to Sacramento County; by mandamus 
to compel defendant to deduct from settlement of Couuty Treasurer 
$26,771.20, accrued commiBsions, etc. Judgment for defendant; plaintiff 
appealed, and on August 16, 1900, cause submitted to Supreme Court 
in bank. 

Charles P. Braslan, Petitioner, vs. Superior Court in and for the County 
of Santa Clara, etc., et al.. Respondents. Petition for writ of certiorari to 
review order of Superior Court of Santa Clara County in appointing 
directors for Union Savings Bank of San Jose, an insolvent bank. 
Petition for writ denied March 25, 1899. 

L. S. Sherman, Petitioner, vs. M. J. Wright, Surveyor- General, Respondent. 
In Superior Court of Sacramento County by mandamus to compel 
defendant to approve application of plaintiff to purchase State lands. 
Judgment for plaintiff; motion for new trial denied. Defendant appealed 
and briefs on appeal filed. 

Ed E. Leake, Petitioner, vs. E. P. Colgan as Controller, etc., Respondent. 
Mandamus to compel issuance of salary warrant to Commissioner of 
Public Works. Petition for writ denied July 21, 1899. 

F. M. Sponogle, Petitioner and Appellant, vs. J. R. Gumow, et al., as 
Board of Managers Agnevis State Hospital, Respondents. In Superior 
Court of Santa Clara County by petition for writ of certiorari to 
review action of defendant Board in removing petitioner from office of 
Superintendent of Agnews State Hospital. Judgment for respondents; 
petitioner appealed. Appellant's opening and respondents' brief filed. 
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I/ydia M. Stevens, Plaintiff' and Appellant, vs. Truman Reevet as State 
Treasurer, etc., et al., Defendants and Respondents. In Superior Court of 
Alameda County, by complaint to annul mortgage executed by plaintifE 
and deposited by defendant International Indemnity Company with 
defendant Reeves, etc., as security, etc. Judgment for defendant Reeves, 
and pl&intiff appealed. Appellant's brief filed. 

E. B. Edson, C. S. Laumeisler, and N. Blackstock, as and coTistUuti'ng 
the Board of Bailroad CommMsionera of the State of California, Plaintiff's 
and Respondents, vs. Southern Pacific Railroad Company, et al., Defendants 
and Appellants. In Superior Court, City and County of San Francisco, 
by complaint to restrain defendants from disobeying an order of the 
Board of Railroad CommiBsioners in case of Moore vs. Board of Rail- 
road Commissioners (see page 33 hereof), directing the Southern Pacific 
Company to restore its competitive rates for the carriage of paBsengers 
between the cities of Fresno and San Francisco. Motion for injunction 
granted,and on July 10, 1900, judgment entered for plaintiffs. Defendants 
appealed. Briefs filed, and cause argued and submitted on September 7, 
1900. 

Southern Pacific Company, el al., Petitioners, vs. The Superior Court of 
the State of California in and for the City and County of San Francisco, 
et al.. Respondents. Petition for writ of prohibition, prohibiting respond- 
ents from proceeding further in action of Edson, et al., etc., vs. Southern 
Pacific Company, et al., pending the appeal therein. Respondents' 
return and answer to writ filed August 6, 1900, and cause continued. 

The People of the State of California, by Tirey L. Ford, Attorney- General, 
Plaintiff and Appellant, vs. C. F, Curry as Secretary of State, etc., 
Defendant and Respondent. In Superior Court, City and County of San 
Francisco, by complaint for injunction restraining defendant from 
certifying and proposing Constitutional Amendment No. 22 of Legisla- 
ture of 1899. Demurrer to complaint sustained, and, upon plaintiff 
declining to amend, judgment entered for defendant. Plaintiff appealed, 
and briefs of appellant, respondent, and amid curise filed, and cause 
submitted. 

In the matter of the Estate of Timothy Mahony, deceased. Appeal from 
an order of the Superior Court, City and County of San Francisco, 
directing deduction of collateral inheritance tax and State and county 
taxes upon final distribution. Submitted September 4, 1900. 

In the matter of the Estate of Francis Stock, deceased. Peter Bumb, et 
al., Appellants; Theodore Lenzen, et al., as Executors, and J. A. Lotz as 
Treasurer of Santa Clara County, Respondents. Appeal from an order 
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of the Superior Court o! Santa Clara County directing deduction of col- 
lateral inheritance tax upon final distribution. Transcript on appeal 
filed August 17, 1900. 

County of Lot Angeles, by John H. Gieh, Tax Collector, Plaintiff and 
Respondent, vs. S. 0. Eikenberry, Defendant and Appellant. Appeal 
from the Superior Court in and for the county of Los Angelee. Action 
by complaint to recover |26 retail liquor license. Judgment for plaintiff; , 
defendant appealed. Briefs filed. Motion of appellant to snbmit denied. 



SOHBDULEI "D." 

CIVIL 0A8S8 IN SUPEBIOR OOUBTS Or THE 
STATE or OALirOBNIA. 



People, ex rel. W. H. H. Hart, AttomeyQeneral, Plaintiff, ns. Bankers 
and Merchants' Life Association of the United States, Defendant. By 
complaint in the Superior Court, City and County of San Francisco, to 
obtain receiver and recover penalty of $300 and coats. Order author- 
izing payment of moneys made November 30, 1894. 

Robert G. Ball, Plaintiff, vs. State of California, Defendant. By com- 
plaint in the Superior Court, City and County of San Francisco, to 
recover $41,250, interest and costs. Judgment for defendant October 7, 
1892. Plaintiff's appeal not perfected. Closed. 

People, etc., ex rel. W. B. H. Hart, Attomey-Qeiieral, Plaintiff, vs. 
Perry Yaple, Defendant. By information and complaint in the Superior 
Court of San Joaquin Comity to escheat $434.10 to the State Treasury. 
Judgment for State. Closed. 

The Commissioners to Maruige the Yosemite Valley and Mariposa Big 
Tree Grove, et al.. Plaintiffs, vs. John K. Bernard, Defendant. By com- 
plaint in the Superior Court of Sacramento County to recover rent. 
Complaint filed January 13, 1892; no further proceedings. Closed. 

People, etc., ex rel. W. H. H. Hart, Attorney-General, Plaintiff, vs. Bank 
of America, et al., Defendants. By complaint in the Superior Court, City 
and County of San Francisco, for forfeiture of franchise. Complaint 
filed, summons served January 20, 1892; no further proceedings. Closed. 

People, ex rel. W. H H. Hart, Attorney- General, et al.. Plaintiffs, vs. 
Trdckee Ltmher Company, Defendant. By complaint in the Superior 



22 REPORT OF ATTORNEy-OEHBRAL. 

Schedule "D" — Cootinned. 
Court of Nevada Coaaty to forfeit charter and recover fine of 15,000. 
Complaint filed July, 1893. No further action, as sawdust nnisance 
complained of was stopped and defendant promised not to dump saw- 
dust into stream in future. Closed. 

People, etc., ex rel. W. H. H. Hart, AttorMy-General, Plaintiff, vs. 
Reclamation District No. 364, ^i n'-i Defendants. By complaint in the 
Superior Court of County of Sacramento to dissolve defendant district. 
Judgment for plaintiff November 12, 1894. No appeal. Closed. 

People, ex rel. W. H, H. Hart, Attorney-General, Plaintiff, vs. Oakland 
Water Front Company, et al.. Defendants. By complaint in the Superior 
Court of Alameda County to quiet title and for injunction. October 17, 
1897, remittitur and opinion of Supreme Court filed, reversing judgment 
and remanding cause, with leave to plaintiff to file amended complaint. 

People, ex rel. E. P. Colgan as Slate Controller, etc., vs. J. N, E. WUson, 
et al.. Defendants. By complaint in the Superior Court of Sacramento 
County for judgment for $3,735.51 against defendant Wilson as principal 
and his sureties, and for interest and costs. Judgment for plaintiB. 
Two executions issued, but not yet returned. 

In re Petition of Henry Moon to recover escheated moneye in State 
Treasury. Superior Court, Sacramento County. Judgment for peti- 
tioner November 30, 1896. Closed. 

People, etc., Plaintiff, ve. Truckee Lumi>er Co., Defendant. By com- 
plaint in the Superior Court, City and County of San Francisco, to 
abate nuisance and for injanction. Defendant appealed from an order 
overruling demurrer and denying motion to dissolve injunction, and on 
April 3, 1897, said orders were affirmed. Closed. 

Sainuel Davis, Plaintiff, vs. Slate of California, Defendant. By com- 
plaint in the Superior Court of Marin County, transferred to Sacra- 
mento County, for $38,404.54, account Indian War Bonds, with legal 
interest, etc. Continued, pending determination of Reis vs. State. 

People, etc., vs. Merced Bank, et al., Defendants. By complaint in the 
S:uperior Court of Merced County, to enjoin defendants from further 
transaction of business, except for purposes of liquidation. Judgment 
for plaintiff January 4, 1896. No appeal. 

People, etc., Plaintiff, vs. Bank of San Diego, et al., Defendants. By 
complaint in the Superior Court of County of San Diego to enjoin 
defendants from further transaction of business, except for purposes of 
liquidation. Judgment for plaintiff December 4, 1895. No appeal. 
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People, etc., Plaintiff, vb. Riverside Banking Company, et al., Defendants. 

By complaint in the Superior Court of Riverside County to enjoin 

defendants from further transaction of bueiness, except for purposes of 

liquidation. Judgment for plaintiff December 6, 1895. No appeal. 

People, etc., Plaintiff, vs. Perris Valley Bank, et al., Defendants. By 
complaint in the Superior Court of Riverside County to enjoin defend- 
ants from further transaction of business, except for purposes of liquida- 
tion. Judgment for plaintiff January 13, 1896. No appeal. 

People, etc., Plaintif, vs. Board of Supervisors City and County of San 
Francisco, et al.. Defendants. By mandamus in the Superior Court, City 
and County of San Francisco, to compel payment by defendants to State 
Treasurer of $7,811.48, maintenance inmates Whittier State School. 
Demurrer filed May 22, 1896. Pending receipt of further data from 
State School. 

John W. Denning, Plaintiff, vs. State of CaUfomia, Defendant. By 
complaint in the Superior Conrt, City and County of San Francisco, for 
$20,500 dam^es for personal injuries sustained in State tow-boat, interest 
and costs. Judgment for plainti£f for $10,000; defendant appealed, and 
judgment of lower court reversed. Action dismissed April 24, 1899. 
Closed. 

People, etc., et al., Plaintiffs, vs. N. M. Orr, et al.. Defendants. By com- 
plaint in the Superior Court of Sacramento County to recover from 
defendant as principal, and his snreties, $12,501.08, misappropriated as 
Treasurer Stockton State Hospital. Report of referee filed; cause par- 
tially tried and continued to September 24, 1900. 

People, etc., Plaintiff, vs. California & Nevada Railroad Company, De- 
fendant. By complaint in the Superior Court of Sacramento County to 
recover $1,445.57 delinquent taxes and penalties, and for costs. Sum- 
mons issued July 23, 1897. See Smith vs. Cal. & Nev. R. R. Co., page 
16 hereof. 

People, etc.. Plaintiff, vs. Atlantic & Pacific Railroad Company, Defend- 
ant. By complaint in the Superior Court of Sacramento County to 
recover $2,657.85 delinquent taxes and penalties, and costs. Summons 
issued July 23, 1897. Awaiting final determination of Smith vs. Reeves, 
page 16 hereof. 

People, etc., Plaintiff, ve. Bank of National City, et al.. Defendants. By 
complaint in the Superior Court of San Diego County to enjoin defend- 
ants from further transaction of business, except for purposes of liqui- 
dation. Judgment for plaintiff October 1, 1896. No appeal. 

.Google 
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Lucy Jane Harvey, Plaintiff, vs. Board of Trustees of Wkittier State 
School, et al., Defendants. By complaint in the Superior Court of Los 
Angeles County for $785 damages for violations of terms of lease, and 
for costs. Tried and submitted, and sabmission set aside Joly 27, 1899, 
on account of death of trial judge. 

CotiMty of Colusa, Plaintiff, vs. R. F. Welch, etc., Defendant. By com- 
plaint in the Superior Court of Colijsa County to enjoin defendant from 
issuing warrant in favor of F. 8. Sprague, and for coats. Judgment for 
defendant. Judgment and order denying new trial reversed on appeal 
November 26, 1898. 

People, etc., Plaintiff, vs. Randall Banking Company, et al., Defendants. 
By complaint in the Superior Court of Humboldt County to enjoin de- 
fendants from further transaction of business, except for purposes of 
liquidation. Judgment for plaintiff May 20, 1897. No appeal. 

People, etc., Plaintiff, vs. Fresno Loan and Savings Bank, et al.. Defend- 
ants. By complaint in the Superior Court of Fresno County to enjoin 
defendants from further transaction of business, except for purposes of 
liquidation. Judgment for plaintiff June 8, 1897. No appeal. 

People, etc., Plaintiff, vs. Sierra Valleys Railway Company, Defendant. 
By complaint in the Superior Court, City and County of San Francisco, 
to recover |1,829.16 delinquent taxes and penalties, and for costs. Judg- 
ment for plaintiff January 19, 1900. Executions issued to Lassen and 
Plumas counties and returned not satisfied. 

People, etc., Plaintiff, vs. CaUfomia & Nevada RaUroad Company, 
Defendant. In the Superior Court of Sacramento County to recover 
$1,282.76 delinquent taxes and penalties, and for costs. Summons 
served and filed July 28, 1900. 

People, etc.. Plaintiff, vs. Atlantic & Pacific RaUroad Company, el al., 
Defendants. In the Superior Court of Sacramento County by complaint 
to recover $1,815.94 delinquent taxes and penalties, and for costs. 
Amended complaint filed making Santa F^ Pacific Railroad Company 
a party defendant; summons issued and served on said defendant and 
its demurrer filed August 6, 1900. Awaiting trial of Smith vs. Reeves 
in United States Circuit Court. 

H. G. D. Lehman, et al., Plaintiffs, vs. Pacific Stales Life Insurance 
Company and Levi Rackliffe, Stale Treasurer, et al.. Defendants. By 
complaint in the Superior Court of San Joaquin County for $1,575.00. 
Action dismisBed as to Levi Rackliffe on April 22, 1900. 
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Jamee C. Daly, Plaintiff, vs. State of California, Defendant. By com- 
plaint in the Superior Court, City and County of San Fianciaco, lor 
$10,000, legal services in Sou^iern Pacific Company ve. Board of Rail- 
road CommiasionerB. Judgment for plaintiff September 3, 1898, for 
$11,050, and interest until paid. Stipulations waiving appeal filed 
November 4, 1898. Closed. 

James S. Devine, etc., Plaintiff, vs. Board of Supervisors of Sacramento 
Cotmty, et al., Defendants. In tbe Superior Court of Sabramento County 
to enjoin defendants from increasing rateq of county taxes. Judgment 
for plaintiff Marcb 16, 1898. Defendant appealed, and judgment 
aflSrmed August 17, 1898. Petition for rehearing denied. Closed. 

J. C. Bull, Plaintiff, vs. M. J. Wright, etc.. Defendant. In the Superior 
Court of Fresno County by mandamus to compel defendant to approve 
application of plaintifi to purchase State lands. . Demurrer and motion 
for change of venue filed April 7, 1S9S. Motion for change of venue 
denied April 15, 1898. 

Napa State Hospital, Plaintiff, vs. County of Solano, Defendant. By 
complaint in the Superior Court of Solano County to recover 12,265, 
maintenance of inmates of plaintiff institution, with interest and costs. 
Summons issued May 15, 1898. 

Napa State Hospital, Plaintiff, vs. City and County of San Francisco, 
Defendant. By complaint in the Superior Court, City and County of 
San Francisco, to recover $2,460, maintenance of inmates of plaintiff 
institution, with interest and costs. Alias summons issued April 26, 1900. 

Napa State Hospital, Plaintiff, vs. City and County of San Francisco, 
Defendant. By complaint in the Superior Court, City and County of 
San Francisco, to recover $1,608, maintenance of inmates of plaintiff 
institution, with interest and costs. Alias summons issued April 25, 1900. 

Southern Pacific Company, et al.. Petitioners, vs. Board of Railroad 
.Commissioners, etc., et al., Respondents. In the Superior Court, City and 
County of San Francisco, by petition for writ of prohibition prohibiting 
defendants from proceeding further with case of Robinson vs. Southern 
Pacific Company. Demurrer to petition overruled August 1, 1898. 

Michael Isaacs, Plaintiff, vs. Morris Jones, Defendant. In the Superior 
Court of Amador County, by petition of State of California for order of 
court directing conveyance of certain property to State. July 13, 1898, 
decree ordering receiver to convey premises described in complaint to 

State. 
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■ People, etc., Plaintiff, us. Sierra Valleyi Railway CompaTiy, Defendant. 
By complaint in the Superior Court, City and County of San Francisco, 
to recover $1,454.59 delinquent taxes and penalties, and for coete. 
Judgment for plaintiff January 19, 1900. Executions issued to Lassen 
and Plumas counties January 24, 1900, and returned not satisfied. 

In the matter of the Estate of Jacob Smith, decea»ed. Superior Court 
of Sacramento County, by petition of Mrs. Katherine Clemenz to with- 
draw $200 escheated moneys in State Treasury to credit of said estate. 
Pending determination in the matter of the estate of Jamea Miner, 

deceased. ' 

In the matter of the Estate of John Vennie, deceased. Superior Court 
of Sacramento County, by petition of Samuel Vennie to withdraw 
$561.17 escheated moneys in State Treasury to credit of said estate. 
On October 29, 1898, continued for further evidence. 

In the matter of the Estate of Annie S. Hungary, deceased. Superior 
Court of Sacramento County, by petition of Margaret A. Haslam, et al., 
to withdraw escheated moneys in State Treasury to credit of said estate. 
Decree for petitioner October 29, 1898. 

In the matter of the Estate of Christian Trentwedel, deceased. Superior 
Court of Sacramento County, by petition of William Trentwedel, etc. 
Same proceedings had as in case last above reported. 

In the m.atter of the Estate of FeUx X. Bauer, deceased. Superior Court 
of Sacramento County, by petition of Martin Bauer to withdraw $226.26 
escheated moneys in State Treasury to credit of said estate. Decree for 
petitioner April 8, 1899. No appeal. 

Auditing Board to Commissioner of Public Works, el al., Plaintiffs, vs. 
John Manuel, et al., Defendants. Superior Court of San Joaquin County, 
by complaint to condemn certain premises described therein. Judgment 
entered for plaintiff June 4, 1899. No appeal. Closed, 

In the matter of the Estate of Jarties S. Shields, deceased. Superior 
Court of Sacramento County, by petition of Mrs. Mary Dwyer to with- 
draw $161.18 escheated moneys in State Treasury to the credit of 
said estate. Decree for petitioner January 7, 1899. No appeal. 

In the matter of the Estate of Judith Frudhon, deceased. Superior Court 
of Sacramento County, by petition of Judith Riley to withdraw escheated 
moneys from State Treasury to the credit of said estate. Demurrer 
overruled, and respondents declining to answer, their default entered 
March 21, 1900. 
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Daniel Jones, Plaintiff, vs. Slate of California, Defendant. Superior 

Court of City and Comity of San Francisco, by complaint to recover 

$10,000 damages, personal iujuries by "Belt Railroad." Action dis- 

miaaed and judgment of dismiesal entered April 7, 1899. Closed. 

W. M. Amer as Treasurer of Madera County, Plaintiff, vs. E. P. Colgan 
ae State Controller, etc., Defendant. Superior Conrt of Madera County, 
by mandamns to qompel defendant to deduct $12,412.95, accmed com- 
missions and fees, from settlement of County Treasurer. Pending deter- 
usination of Yolo County vs. Colgan. 

D. G. Dambauer as Treasurer of Merced County, Plaintiff, ve. E. P. 
Colgan as State Controller, etc.. Defendant. Superior Court of Merced 
County, by mandamus to compel defendant to deduct $22,788.36, accrued 
commissipna and fees, from settlement of County Treasurer. Pending 
determination ot Yolo County vs. Colgan. 

County of Tulare, Plaintiff, vs. E. P. Colgan as State Controller, etc.. 
Defendant. Superior Court of Tulare County, by mandamus to compel 
defendant to deduct accrued commissions and fees from settlement of 
County Treaanrer. Pending determination of Yolo County vs. Colgan. 

E, P. Colgan as Controller, etc., Plaintiff, vs. Board of Managers Napa 
State Hospital, et al., Defendants. Superior Court of Sacramento County, 
by mandamus to compel defendant to refund to State Treasury certain 
unexpended moneys at end of fiscal year. Demurrer overruled April 7, 
1899. 

People, etc., by Tirey L. Ford, Attorney- General, upon the complaint of 
John Markley, et al., ae Board of Bank Commissioners, etc., Plaintiffs, ve. 
Union Savings Bank of San Josi, and A. E. Wheeler, H. W. Wright, Ant. 
Friant, Wm. H. Wright, N. Bowden, E. C. Morrell, and T. E. Johnson as 
Directors, etc.. Defendants. Superior Court, Santa Clara County, by com- 
plaint to enjoin defendants from further transaction of business, except 
for purposes of liquidation. Judgment for plaintiff March 15, 1899. 
No appeal. 

In the matter of the Estate of George Shaw, deceased. Superior Court 
of Sacramento County, by petition of Mrs. Ellen Perkins to withdraw 
escheated moneys in State Treasury to credit of said estate. Pending 
determination in the matter of the estate of James Miner, deceased. 

People, etc., by Tirey L. Ford, Attorney-General, upon the cora/plaint of 
John Markley, et al., as Board of Bank Commissioners, Plaintiffs, vs. 
County Bank of San Luis Obispo, and Wm. L. Beebee, P. B. Perfumo, R. E. 
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Jack, W. H. Spencer, and A. W. Sleinhart as Directors, etc.. Defendants. 
Superior Court of San Luis Obispo County, by complaint to enjoin 
deiendants from fuither transaction of bueineBB, except for purposes of 
liquidation. Judgment for pLaintiff August 17, 1899, No appeal. 

J. F. Neely, Plaintiff, ve. C. F. Curry aa Secretary of State, etc.. Defend- 
ant. Superior Court of Sacramento County, by mandamus to compel 
defendant to certify and seal for plaintiff, as county sealer of weights 
and measures of San Diego County, the balances, weights, and measures 
to be used by him. Demurrer sustained, and on December 13, lS99i 
judgment entered for defendant. No appeal. 

In the matter of the Estate of Arvnie Donahue, deceased. Superior Court 
of City and County of San Francisco. Petition and information on behalf 
of the People, etc., upon relation of Patrick W. Biordan, for appointment 
of trustee of trust fund created by will of deceased. .Petition granted 
January 30, 1900. 

People, etc., by Tirey L. Ford, Attorney-General, upon the complaint of 
John Markley, et at., ae Bank Commissioner e, etc., vs. Mendocino Discount 
Bank, and Joshua Grindle, Wm. Heeeer, L. A. Morgan, J. S. Clark, John 
Dougherty, W. B. Coombs, and N. E. Hoak.as Directors, etc.. Defendants; 
Erik Olaf Olson, et al., Tntervenors. Superior Court of Mendocino County, 
by complaint to enjoin defendant from further transaction of business, 
except for purposes of liquidation. Default of defendant bank entered 
September 8, 1899; on January 2, 1900, cause tried on amended com- 
plaint and complaint in interventioit, and judgment of nonsuit entered 
in favor of intervenors. 

People, etc., upon the complaint of Andrew J. Clunie, Insurance Com- 
missioner, etc.. Plaintiff, vs. International Indemndty Company, Defendant. 
Superior Court of City and County of San Francisco, by complaint to 
enjoin defendant from further transaction of business. Judgment for 
plaintiff and injunction i^ued July 8, 1899. Time expired for appeal. 
Closed. 

L. F. J. Wrinkle, Plaintiff, vs. M. J. Wright as Surveyor-General, etc.. 
Defendant. Superior Court of Sacramento County, by mandamus to 
compel defendant to approve application of plaintiff to purchase State 
lands. Second amended demurrer sustained, and judgment for plaintiff 
June 1, 1900. No appeal. Closed. 

William A. Seister, Petitioner and Plaintiff, vs. E. P. Colgan as State 
Controller, et al.. Respondents and Defendants. Supferior Court of Sacra- 
mento County, by petition and complaint to recover $629.40 escheated 
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moneys in State Treasury to credit of estate of Lumley Franklin, 
deceased. Petition denied February 27, 1900. No appeal. 

In the matter of the Estate of James Miner, deceased. Superior Court 
of Sacramento County, by petition of Harriet N. Connell to withdraw 
$3,134.21 eecheated moneys in State Treasury to credit of said estate. 
Answer filed and cause argued and submitted June 4, 1900. 

People, etc., Plaintiff, vs. Sierra Valleys Railway Company, Defendant, 
Superior Court of City and County of San Francisco, by complaint for 
$1,405.52 delinquent taxes and penalties, and for costs. Complaint 
filed and summons issued August 4, 1899. 

State of California, by E. P. Colgan as State Controller, Plaintiff, vs. 
Henry P. Dalton as Assessor of Alameda County, etc.. Defendant. Supe- 
rior Court of Sacramento County, by mandamus to compel defendant to 
pay to County Treasurer fees for collection of poll taxes. Demurrer to 
amended complaint sustained, and on February 6, 1900, judgment 
entered for defendant. No appeal. Closed. 

In the matter of the Estate of John Connolly, deceased. Superior Court 
of Sacramento County, by petition of Mai^aret C. Barry, et al., to 
recover $36.29 escheated moneys in State Treasury to credit of aaid 
estate. Pending determination in the matter of the estate of James 
Miner, deceased. 

Mary A. Mesick, Plaintiff, vs. William A. Medck, State of California, 
et al., Defendants. Superior Court of City and County of San Francisco, 
by complaint to quiet title. Disclaimer of State of California filed 
October 10, 1899. 

State of California, by E. P. Colgan as State Controller, Plaintiff, vs.. 
Sonoma County, etc., Defendant. Superior Court of Sonoma County, by 
complaint for $6,033, maintenance of inmates in Home for Feeble-Minded 
Children, interest and costs. Motion for change of venue argued and 
submitted January 5, 1900. 

People, etc., Plaintiff, vs. Pacific Land Improvemsnt Company, et al., 
Defendants. Superior Court of Los Angeles County, by complaint to 
quiet title. Judgment for defendante December 6, 1899. No appeal. 

In the matter of the Estate of S. C. Lagauterie, deceased. Superior 
Court of City and County of San Francisco, by petition for citation 
on non-payment of collateral inheritance tax. Demarrer te petition 
sustained December 22, 1899. No appeal. 
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State of California, Plaintiff, vs. County of Alameda, Defendant. 
Superior Gotirt of Sacramento County, by complaint for $7,030 for 
maintenance of inmateB in Home for Feeble-Minded Children. Sum- 
mone iestied November 17, 1899. Awaiting decision in State vs. Sonoma 
County, page 24 hereof. 

State of California vs. Mariposa County. Same as above, except for $70. 

State of California vs. County of Mendocino. Same as above, except 
for «890. 

State of California vs. Monterey County. Same as above, except for 

$240. 

State of California vs. County of San Benito. Same as above, except 
for $710. 

State of California vs. County of Tehama. Same as above, except for 

$1,020. 

State of California, vs. County of Ventura. Same aa above, except 

for $1,710. 

H. E. Miller, Petitioner, vs. James McNaughton, et «[,, as Trustees State 
Normal School at San Jose, Defendants. Superior Court of Santa Clara 
County by mandamus to compel defendants to issue to plaintiff a 
diploma. Demurrer to. second amended petition sustained. 

Jeremiah F. Sullivan, et al.. Plaintiffs, vs. E. P. Colgan as State Con- 
'troller, etc.. Defendant. Superior Court of City and County of San Fran- 
cisco, by mandamus to compel defendant to isaue his warrant pursuant 
to requirements of Act approved March 27, 1899. Demurrer filed and 
awaiting decision in Sullivan, et al., vs. Gage, et al. 

Jeremiah F. Sullivan, et al.. Plaintiffs, vs. Henry T. Qage, et al., Defend- 
ants. Superior Court of City and County of San Francisco, by man- 
damus to compel defendants to approve, as State Board of Examiners, 
plaintiffs' claim, pursuant to requirements of Act approved March 27, 
1899. Answer of defendants filed and cause submitted August 31, 1900. 

Andrew Wilkie, Jr., Plaintiff, vs. Board of Managers of Mendocino State 
Hospital, Truman Reeves as State Treasurer, et al., Defendants. Superior 
Court of City and County of San Francisco, by complaint for judgment 
for $3,000, and for injunction restraining defendant Reeves from paying 
warrant for that amount. Action dismissed on motion of plaintiff on 
Februarv 26, 1900. 
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Andrew WUHe, Jr., ve. Board of Managers Mendocino State Hospital, 
■et al.. Defendants. Superior Coiirt of City and County of San Francisco, 
by mandamus to compel defendants to furnish plaintiff with certified 
copy of estimates, etc. Action dismissed on motion of plaintiff Febru- 
ary 26, 1900. 

H. 0. Chappeli, Plaintiff, vs. M. J. Wright as Surveyor-General, etc.. 
Defendant. Superior Court of Sacramento County, by mandamus to 
compel defendant to approve application of plaintiff to purchase State 
lands. Decree for petitioner and peremptory writ issued March 30, 1900. 
No appeal. 

Rhoda E. Newell, Plaintiff, vs. M. J. Wright as Surveyor-Oeneral, De- 
fendant. Superior Court of Sacramento County, by mandamus to com- 
pel defendant to approve application of plaintiff to purchase State lands. 
Decree for petitioner and peremptory writ issued March 30, 1900, No 
appeal. 

W. A. Downer as Treasurer of Stanislaus County, Petitioner, vs. E. P. 
Golgan as State Controller, Respondent. Superior Court of Stanislaus 
County, by mandamus to compel defendant to deduct $25,076.75 com- 
missions and fees in settlement with County Treasurer. Continued, 
pending determination of Yolo County vs. Colgan. 

Napa County, Plaintiff, vs. Board of Directors of Veterans' Home of 
California, et al., Defendants. Superior Court of Napa County, by com- 
plaint to abate nuisance. Action dismissed on motion of plaintiff, with- 
out prejudice. Closed. 

In the matter of the Estate of Hugh Green, deceased. Superior Court of 
Sacramento County, by petition to withdraw escheated moneys in State 
Treasury to credit of said estate. Respondents granted time in which 
to answer. 

San Francisco & San Mateo Electric Railway Company, Plaintiff, vs. 
Truman Reeves as State Treasurer, etc., Defendant. Superior Court of 
City and County of San Francisco, by complaint to recover $2,502, taxes 
alleged to have been unlawfully paid, and costs. Pending result of 
appeal in S. F. & S. M. E. R. R. Co. vs. City and County of San Fran- 
cisco, et al. 

People, etc., upon the information of Tirey L. Ford, Attorney- General, 
vs. R. W. Stevens and R. W. Steverta as Administrators of the Estate of 
W. F. Perry, deceaseds Superior Court of Humboldt County, by infor- 
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mation to escheat lands belonging to Baid mtate to the State. Judg- 
ment entered for plaintiff; order of sale made; order made August 25, 
1900, confirming sale, allowing costs and fees, and directing Sheriff to 
pay residue, $104.76, into State Treasury, No appeal. 

W. F. Buttle, Plaintiff, vs. M. J. Wright a» Surveyor-Oeneral. Superior 
Court of City and County of San Francisco, by mandamus to compel 
defendant to approve plaintiff's application to purchase State lauds. 
Demurrer to petition submitted for decision August 31, 1900. 

Pacific Coast Steamship Company, Plaintiff, vs. State of California, 
Defendant. Superior Court of City and County of San Francisco, by 
complaint for $2,345.75 damages for loss of goods stored on State wharf. 
Demurrer to croes- com plaint overruled, and plaintiff 'b time to answer 
croBB-complaint expires September 2, 1900. 

Isaac Wkisler, Plaintiff, vs. California JUuCuoE Benefit Society, a cor- 
poration; IV«man Reeves, Slate Treasurer, and A. J. Clunie, Inturance 
Commissioner, Defendants. Superior Court of Calaveras County, by cona- 
plaint to recover $870 insurance, etc. (securitieB on deposit with State 
Treasurer). Demurrers of defendants Reeves and Clunie, and demand 
for change of venae, filed July 13, 1900. 

Truman Reeves as State Treasurer, vs. M. T. Dusinbury, Lydia M. 
Stevens, the International Indemnity Company, etal., Defendants. Superior 
Conrt of Alameda County, by complaint to foreclose mortgage security 
deposited with plaintiff by defendant International Indemnity Company. 
Demurrer of defendant Stevens served and filed July II, 1900, and 
argued and submitted on August 13, 1900. 

/. J. Crossley, Plaintiff, vs. M. J, Wright as Surveyor- General, etc., 
Defendant. Superior Court of Sacramento County, by mandamus to 
compel defendant to approve plaintiff 's application for purchase of State 
lands. Cause heard July 6, 1900, and no objection being offered by 
defendant, ordered that peremptory writ issue, costs to be taxed to 
plaintiff. 

In the matter of the Estate of Joseph Qoode, deceased. Superior Court 
of Sacramento County, by petition of Emma Lea, et al., to recover 
$3,097.58 escheated moneys in State Treasury to credit of said estate. 
Petition filed July 23, 1900; set for hearing September 7, 1900. 

People, Plaintiff, vs. California ifc Nevada Railroad Company, Defendant. 
Superior Court of Sacramento Conuty, by complaint to recover $418.05 
delinquent taxes and penalties, and for costs of suit and interest. Com- 
plaint filed August 1, 1900. 
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CIVIL OASES IN JUSTICES' COUBTS, ETC. 



J. R. Samfy, Plaintiff, vs. State of California, Defendant. In Justice's 
Court, in aad for the Citf and County of San Francisco, by complaint 
for $197.70 damages, and for costs. Judgment for plaintiff February 7, 
1899, for *197.70 and $64 costs. 

Joel Briggs, Plaintiff, vs. International Indemnity Company, W. S, 
Green, State Treasurer, et al.. Defendants. In Justice's Court of Eureka 
Township, Humboldt County, by complaint to recover $42.85, with 
interest and costs, account of insurance, etc Cause dismissed as to 
defendant Green, February 2, 1899. 



SOHBDUIjH "V." 
OlVn. OASES BEFORE SPECIAL TRIBUNALS. 



John C. Moore, Plaintiff, vs. Southern Pacific Company, et al.. Defend- 
ants. Before the Board of Railroad Commissioners of the State of 
California. By complaint for an order directing defendants to restore 
competitive rates between the cities of Fresno and San Francisco for the 
carriage of passengers. Decree for plaintiff as prayed for. May 7, 1900. 

{Note. — For further proceedings relating to above matter, see Ed»on, 
et al., etc., vs. Southern Pacific Company, page 20 hereof.) 



ORIUINAL OASES IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA. 



People, etc.. Respondent, vs. A. F. Q. Vereneseneckockoekhoff, Appellant. 
Charged with murder by information in Superior Court, City and County 
of San Francisco; convicted of murder in the first degree, and sentenced 
to death. Appealed, and on August 1, 1899, judgment reversed and new 
trial ordered. Petition for rehearing filed by respondent, and on August 
13, 1900, judgment reversed and cause remanded for new trial. 
8— AO 
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People, etc.. Respondent, vs. Joseph H. Cole, Appelant. Charged with 
murder by information in the Superior Court of Monterey County; 
convicted of murder in the second degree, and sentenced to life impris- 
onment. Appealed, and on February 8, 1900, judgment reversed. 

Peojde, etc., Respondent, vs. Frank D. Crandall, Appellant. Charged 
with murder by information in the Superior Court of Lob Angeles County ; 
convicted of manslaughter, and sentenced to ten years' imprisonment. 
Appealed, and on June 17, 1899, judgment reversed. 

People, etc.. Respondent, vs. Ysabel Molina, Appellant. Charged with 
murder by information in the Superior Court of Kern County; convicted 
of murder in the first degree, and sentenced to death. Appealed, and 
on October 30, 1899, judgment affirmed. Sentence commoted from death 
to life imprisonment. Received at State Prison February 28, 1898. 

People, etc., Respondent, vs. Alfred Cappola, Appellant. Charged with 

robbery by information in the Superior Court of the City and County of 

San Francisco; convicted, and sentenced to twenty years' imprisonment. 

, Appealed, and on October 23, 1899, judgment affirmed. Received at 

State Prison March 22, 1899. 

People, etc.. Respondent, vs. Mark Sckoedde, Appellant. Charged wi& 
mayhem by information in the Superior Court of the County of Santa 
Grui; convicted, and sentenced to ten years' imprisonment. Appealed, 
and on October 23, 1899, judgment reversed. 

People, etc., Respondent, vs. Henry Oubridge, Appellant. Charged with 
forgery by information in the Superior Court of Alameda County; 
convicted, and sentenced to ten years* imprisonment. Appealed, and 
on February 18, 1899, judgment affirmed. Received at State Prison 
April 8, 1899. 

People, etc., Respondent, vs. J. M. King, Appellant. Charged with 
forgery by information in the Superior Court of San Joaquin County; 
convicted, and sentenced to six years' imprisonment. Appealed, and on 
July 15, 1898, judgment affirmed. Received at State Prison October 8, 
1898. 

People, etc.. Respondent, vs. B. Solovuin, Appellant. Charged with 
receiving stolen property by information in the Superior Court of Lob 
Angeles County; convicted, and sentenced to two years' imprisonment. 
Appealed, and on July 18, 1899, affirmed. Received at State Prison 
August 16, 1899. 
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People etc., Respondent, vs. Sarmtel J. De Oraff, Appellant. Chafed 
with graad larceny by iafonuatioD in the Superior Court, City and 
County of San Francisco; convicted, and sentenced to five years' 
impriBonment. Appealed, and on February 28, 1900, judgment affirmed. 
Received at State Prison April 21, 1900. 

People, etc., Reapondent, vs. Oscar Stegenberg, Appellant. Charged with 
robbery by information in the Superior Court, Oity and County of San 
FranciBCO; convicted, and sentenced to twenty years' impriBOnment, 
Appealed, and on February 1, 1900, judgment affirmed. Received at 
State Prison July 20, 1898. 

People, etc.. Respondent, vs. Joaquin Eslabe, Appellant. Charged with 
murder by information in the Superior Court of Alameda County; con- 
victed of murder in the first degree, and sentenced to death. Appealed, 
and on December 21, 1899, judgment affirmed. Executed April 23, 1900. 

People, etc., Appellant, vs. Patrick Shea, Respondent. Charged with 
rape by information in Superior Court, City and County of San Fran- 
cisco. People appealed from order granting motion for new trial, and 
order affirmed on June 19, 1899. ' 

People, etc.. Respondent, vs. Andreas Oastro, Appellant. Charged with 
grand larceny by information in the Superior Court of County of Santa 
Barbara; convicted, and sentenced to ten years' imprisonment. 
Appealed, and on August 1, 1899, judgment reversed. 

People, etc.. Respondent, vs. J. I. Harris and George Cardwell, Appel- 
lants. Charged with murder by information in the Superior Court 
of Los Angeles Countyj convicted of manslaughter, and sentenced to 
eight years' imprisonment. Appealed, and on June 16, 1899, judgment 
affirmed. Received at State Prison May 18, 1898. 

People, etc., Respondent, vs. Frederick Oriner, Appellant. Charged with 
murder by information in the Superior Court of Sonoma County; con- 
victed of murder in the second degree, and sentenced to twenty years' 
imprisonment. Appealed, and on March H, 1899, judgment affirmed. 
Received at State Prison April 16, 1899. 

People, etc., Respondent, vs. J. P. Hoffman, Appellant. Charged with 
extortion by information in the Superior Court of Los Angeles County; 
convicted, and sentenced to pay fine of 1200 or imprisonment in county 
jail 100 days. Appealed, and on October 21, 1899, judgment reversed. 

People, etc.. Respondent, vs. Thomas William FlanneUy, AppeUant, 
Charged with murder by information in the Superior Court of San A^ateo 
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County; convicted of murder in the first degree, and sentenced to death. 
Appealed, and on March 16, 1900, judgment affirmed. Szecuted June 
29, 1900. 

People, etc., Respondent, vs. John Woodruff, Appellant. Charged with 
emhezz lenient by information in the Superior Court of Lob Alleles 
County; convicted, and sentenced to five years' imprisonment. Appealed, 
and on March 16, 1900, judgment affirmed. Received at State Prieoo 
November 23, 1899. 

People, etc., Respondent, vs. John Watson, Appellant. Charged with 
assault to murder hy information in the Superior Court of Contra Costa, 
County; convicted, and sentenced to two years' imprisonment. Appealed, 
and on July 12, 1899, judgment reversed. 

People, etc., Respondent, vs. Manuel Chaves, Appellant. Charged with 
murder by information in Superior Court of San Diego County, De- 
fendant appealed from an order made after judgment. Appeal dismlBsed 
April 19, 1899. Defendant executed April 15, 1899. 

People, etc., Respondent, vs. William Kelly, Appellant. Charged with 
burglary by information in the Superior Court of City and County of 
San Francisco; convicted, and sentenced to fifteen years' imprisonment. 
Appealed, and judgment affirmed May 10, 1899. Sentence commuted 
from fifteen to five years. Received at State Prison December 17, 1897. 

. People, etc., Respondent, vs. George E. Hettick, Appellant. Charged 
with burglary by information in the Superior Court of San Diego 
County; convicted of burglacy in the first degree, and sentenced to ten 
years' imprisonment. Appealed, and on October 26, 1899, judgment 
affirmed. Received at State Prison December 2, 1899. 

People, etc., Respondent, vs. John Picetti, Appellant. Charged with 
grand larceny by information in the Superior Court, City and County 
of San Francisco; convicted of petit larceny, and sentenced to six 
months in county jail. Appealed, and on May 4, 1899, judgment 
reversed. 

People, etc., Respojident, vs. George F. Plyler, Appellant. Charged with 
mayhem by information in the Superior Court of Santa Croz County; 
convicted, and sentenced to fourteen years' imprisonment. Appealed, 
and on October 23, 1899, judgment reversed. 

People, etc.. Respondent, vs. John Matthews, Appellant, Charged with 
murder by information in the Superior Court of Santa Cruz County; 
convicted of manslaughter, and sentenced to five years' imprisonment. 
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Appealed, and on September 16, 1899, judgment affirmed. Received at 
State Prison February 16, 1899. 

People, etc., Respondent, vs. Augxist Neber, Appellant. Charged with 
burglary by information in the Superior Court of Napa County; con- 
victed of burglary in the second degree, and eentenced to two years' 
imprieonment. Appealed, and on August 10, 1899, judgment affirmed. 
Received at State Prison December 18, 1898. 

People, etc.. Respondent, vs. Frank Miller, Appellant. Charged with 
murder by information in the Superior Court of Lassen County; con- 
victed of murder in the' second degree, and sentenced to life imprison- 
ment. Appealed, and on June 10, 1899, judgment reversed. 

People, etc., Respondent, vs. Charles L. Westlake, Appellant, Charged 
with embezzlement by information in the Superior Court of Monterey 
Coanty; convicted, and sentenced to dve years' imprisonment Appealed, 
and on September 18, 1899, judgment reversed. 

People, etc., Respondent, vs. W. R. Blackman, Appellant. Charged with 
embezzlement by information in the Superior Court of Los Angeles 
County; convicted, and sentenced to ten years' imprisonment. Appealed, 
and on December 22, 1899, judgment reversed. 

People, etc.. Respondent, vs. Elsie WUliams and Myron S. Azhderian, 
Appellants. Charged with extortion by indictment in Superior Court 
City and County of San Francisco; convicted, and sentenced to five 
years' imprisonment. Appealed, and on December 19, 1899, reversed. 

People, etc., Respondent, vs. J. W. Amett, Appellant. Charged with 
assault to murder by information in the Superior Court of Lassen 
County; convicted, and sentenced to two years' imprisonment. Appealed, 
and on November 11, 1899, judgment reversed. 

People, etc., Respondent, vs. Patrick Henry Surley, Appellant. Charged 
with accepting bribe by indictment in Superior Court of Napa County; 
convicted, and sentenced to one year's imprisonment. Appealed, and 
on October 20, 1899, judgment reversed. 

People, etc., Respondent, vs. J. W. Holmes, Appellant. Chained with 
grand larceny by information in Superior Court of Sacramento County; 
convicted, and sentenced to ten years' imprisonment. Appealed, and 
on October 26, 1899, judgment affirmed. Received at State _Prison 
December 2, 1899. 

People, etc., Respondent, vs. William Lewis, Appellant. Charged with 
obtaining money iinder false pretenses by information in the Superior 
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Court, City and County of San Francisco; convicted, and sentenced to 
seven years' imprisonment. Appealed, and on December 15, 1S99, 
judgment reversed. 

People, etc.. Respondent, vs. T. N. Oleason, Apprllant. Charged with 
murder by information in the Superior Coart of Kern County; convicted 
of murder in the second degree, and sentenced to life imprisonment. 
Appealed, and on August 14, 1899, judgment affirmed. Received at 
State Prison February 26, 1899: 

People, etc., Respondent, vs. Jesse E. Hawkins, Appellant. Charged with 

. assault to murder by information in the Superior Court of Tulare County; 

convicted, and seutenced to eighteen months' imprisonment. Appealed, 

and on December 29, 1899, judgment affirmed. Received at State Prison 

March 4, 1899. 

People, etc., Respondent, vs. George Melntyre, Appellant. Charged with 
grand larceny by information in Superior Court, City and County of 
San Francisco; convicted, and sentenced to seven years' imprisonment. 
Appealed, and on January 3, 1900, judgment affirmed. Received at 
State Prison October 28, 1898. 

People, etc., Respondent, vs. Maud Rice, Appellant. Charged with grand 
larceny by information in the Superior Court, City and County of San 
Francisco; convicted, and sentenced to two years' imprisonment. Ap- 
pealed, and on October 12, 1899, judgment affirmed. Received at State 
Prison February 23, 1899. 

People, etc.. Respondent, vs. Delia Smith, Appellant. Charged with 
grand larceny by information in Superior Court, City and County of San 
Francisco; convicted, and sentenced to two years' imprisonment. Ap- 
pealed, and on October 12, 1899, judgment affirmed. Received at State 
Prison February 23, 1899. 

People, etc., Respondent, vs. John Piggott, Appellant. Charged with 
grand larceny, by indictment in Superior Court, City and County of San 
Francisco; convicted, and sentenced to five years' imprisonment. Ap- 
pealed, and on October 30, 1899, judgment affirmed. Received at State 
Prison February 19, 1900. 

People, etc.. Appellant, vs. Samuel B. TerriU, Respondent. Charged with 
foi^ery, by indictment in the Superior Court of Santa Clara County. 
People appealed from an order of Superior Court Buetaining demurrer to 
indictment. Order affirmed December 6, 1899. 
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People, etc., Appellant, vs. J. F. Turner, Respondent. Charged with 
perjury by indictment in Superior Court, City and County of San Fran- 
cisco. People appealed from an order in arreBt of judgment. Appeal 
diamisBed on motion of Attorney-General, on account of death of de- 
fendant. 

People, etc.. Respondent, vs. C. Eriekson, Appellant, Charged with 
grand larceny by information in Superior Court, City and County of 
San Francisco; convicted, and sentenced to five years' imprisonment. 
Appealed, and on July 22, 1899, judgment affirmed. Received at State 
PriBon March 22, 1899. 

People, etc., Respondent, vs. T. N. Qarda, Appellant. Charged with 
grand larceny by information in Superior Court of Los Angeles County; 
convicted, and sentenced to five years' imprisoilment. Appealed, and 
on December 21, 1899, judgment affirmed. Received at State Prison 
September 7, 1899. 

People, etc.. Respondent, vs. J. H. Moshcr, Appellant. Charged with 
grand larceny by information in Superior Court of Sacramento County; 
convicted, and sentenced to ten years' imprisonment. Appealed, and on 
November 15, 1899, judgment affirmed. Received at State Prison De- 
cember 1, 1899. 

People, etc.. Respondent, vs. A. F. Soap, Appellant. Charged with mur- 
der by information in Superior Court of San Bernacdino County; con- 
victed of manslaughter, and sentenced to five years' imprisonment. 
Appealed, and on October 13, 1899, judgment affirmed. Received at 
State Prison February 17, 1900. 

People, etc.. Respondent, vs. Frank OUveria, Jr., Appellant. Charged 
with robbery by information in the Superior Court of the County of 
Alameda; convicted, and sentenced to three years' imprisonment. Ap- 
pealed, and on December 29, 1899, judgment affirmed. Received at 
State Prison January 31, 1900. 

People, etc.. Respondent, vs. D. C. Spencer, Appellant. Charged with 
grand larceny by information in the Superior Court of Los Angeles 
County; convicted.and sentenced to ten years' imprisonment. Appealed, 
and OD December 23, 1899, judgment affirmed. Received at State Prison 
January 26, 1900. 

People, etc., RespondeiU, vs. A. B. Campbell, Appellant. Charged with 
grand larceny by information in Superior Court of Lob Angeles County; 
convicted, and sentenoed t» ten years' imprisonment. Appealed, and 
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on Decembei 23, 1899, judgment affirmed. Keoeived at State Prison 
January 26, 1900. 

People, etc., Respondent, vs. WiUiam H. Allen, Appellant. Charged 
with obtaining money andet false pretenses by information in the 
Superior Court of Alameda County; convicted, and sentenced to five 
years' imprisonment. Appealed, and appeal dismissed by Attoroey- 
General on account of death of defendant. 

People, etc., Respondent, vs. Charles B. Welch, Appellant. Charged witli 
murder by information in Superior Court of San Bernardino County; 
convicted of manslaughter, and sentenced to seven years' imprisonment. 
Appealed, and on October 13, 1899, judgment affirmed. Received at 
State Prison Almost 2, 1899. 

People, etc., Respondent, vs. K. J. Mooney, Appellant. Charged with 
araon by information in the Superior Court of Merced County; con- 
victed of arson in the second degree, and sentenced to five years* 
imprisonment. Appealed, and on December 29, 1899, judgment reversed. 

People, etc., Respondent, vs. Dora Fuhrig, Appellant. Charged with 
murder by information in the Superior Court, City and County of San 
Francisco; convicted of murder in the second degree, and sentenced 
to twenty years' imprisonment. Appealed, and on December 29, 1899, 
judgment reversed. 

People, etc., Respondent, vs. Cal. Childs, Appellant. Charged with 
perjury by indictment in Superior Court, City and County of San Fran- 
cisco; convicted, and sentenced to five years' imprisonment. Appealed, 
and on December 29, 1899, judgment affirmed. Received at State 
Prison, February 1, 1900. 

People, etc.. Respondent, vs. E. H. Ellsworth, Appellant. Charged with 
murder by information in Superior Court of Siskiyou County; convicted 
of murder in the second degree, and sentenced to twenty-one years' 
imprisonment. Appealed, and on February 20, 1900, judgment affirmed. 
Received at State Prison, AprO 3, 1899. 

People, etc.. Respondent, vs. Charlie Lee, alias Gin Gum, Appellant. 
Charged with forgery by information in Superior Court of Alameda 
County; convicted, and sentenced to three years' imprisonment. Ap- 
pealed, and on April 6, 1900, judgment reversed. 

People, etc., Respondent, vs. George Walker, Appellant. Charged with 
embezzlement by information in Superior Court, City and County of San 
Francisco; convicted, and sentenced to four years' imprisonment. Ap- 
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pealed, and on July 9, 1900, order of September 30, 1898, affirmed, and 
appeal from judgment and all other orders dismissed. August 7, 1900, 
department judgment vacated and cause submitted in bank. 

Peojde, etc., Respondent, vs. Lee Dick Lung, Appellant. Charged with 
murder by information in Saperior Court of Sacramento Coanty; con- 
-rioted of murder in the first d^ree, and eentenced to death. Appealed, 
and on August 10, 1900, judgment reversed. 

People, etc.. Respondent, vs. David Qutnn, AppeUant. Charged with 
murder by information in Superior Court of Sacramento County; con- 
victed of manslaughter, and sentenced to five years' imprisonment. 
Appealed, and on February 7, 1900, judgment affirmed. Received at 
State Prison July 10, 1898. . 

People, etc.. Respondent, vs. George Pattman, Appellant. Charged with 
murder by information in Superior Court of Sacramento County; con- 
victed of murder in the first degree, and sentenced to death. Appealed, 
and in July 19, 1900, judgment affirmed. Received at State Prison July 
1, 1899. Date of execution not set. 

People, etc., Plaintiff, vs. W. E. Rushing, AppeUant. Charged with 
foi^ery by information in Superior Court of Fresno County; convicted, 
and sentenced to five years' imprisonment. Appealed, and submitted to 
Supreme Court in bank July 20, 1900. 

People, etc., Respondent, vs. Yda Addis Stork, Appellant. Charged by 
indictment with criminal libel in Superior Court of Santa Barbara 
County; convicted, and sentenced to one year in county jail. Appealed, 
and judgment affirmed in department on February 21, 1900. Judgment 
reversed on rehearing May 8, 1900. 

People, etc., Respondent, vs. WilUam Sullivan, Appellant. Charged 
with murder by indictment in Superior Court of Tulare County; con- 
victed of murder in the first degree, and sentenced to death. Appealed, 
and submitted February 9, 1900. 

People, etc.. Appellant, vs. J. A. Lambert and A. Lambert, Respondents. 
Charged with presenting false .claim to county by information in 
Superior Court of Merced County. People appealed from order of 
court sustaining demurrer to information. Appeal dismissed January 
29, 1900, on motion of appellant. 

People, etc.. Appellant, vs. George Lyons, Respondent. Charged with 
obtaining credit by false pretenses by information in Superior Court of 
Butte County. People appealed from an order of court directing jury 
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to find for defendant. Appeal dismiesed M&y 9, 1900, on motion of 

appellant. 

People, etc.. Respondent, vs. James Allen, Appellant. Charged with 
embezzlement by information in Superior Court of San Luis Obispo 
County; convicted, and sentenced to three years' imprisonment. 
Appealed, and on September 1, 1,900, judgment affirmed. Defendant 

not yet received at State Prison. 

Peo^e, etc., Respondent, vs. Simon Anderson, Appellant. Charged with 
murder by information in Superior Court of Humboldt County; con- 
victed of manslaughter, and sentenced to three and one half years' 
impriBoament. Appealed, and on August 15, 1900, argued and sub- 
mitted. , 

Peoj^, etc., Respondent, vs. James F, O'Brien, Jr., AppeUanl. Charged 
with rape by information in Superior Court of Alameda County; con- 
victed, and sentenced to seven years' imprisonment. Appealed, and 
submitted on briefs August 20, 1900. 

People, etc., Respondent, vs. D. E. Roach, Appellant. Charged with 
assault to commit rape by information in Superior Court of Tuolumne 
County j convicted, and sentenced to eight years' imprisonment. 
Appealed, and on June 23, 1900, judgment affirmed. Received at State 
Prison September 13, 1899. 

People, etc.. Respondent, vs. Len OatTiett, Appellant. Charged with 
accessory to the fact to grand larceny by information in Superior Court 
of Fresno County; convicted, and sentenced to four years' imprison- 
ment. Appealed, and on July 30, 1900, judgment reversed. 

People, etc., Respondent, vs. W. E. Mitchell, Appellant. Charged with 
murder by information in Superior Court of Tuolumne County; con- 
victed of murder in the second degree, and sentenced to seventeen years' 
imprisonment. Appealed, and judgment affirmed August 30, 1900. 
Received at State Prison October 20, 1899. 

People, etc., Respondent, vs. Oliver Emerson, Appellant. Charged with 
murder by infoi^mation in Superior Court of Tuolumne County; con- 
victed of murder in the first degree, and sentenced to death. Appealed, 
and submitted on May 9, 1900. 

People, etc.. Respondent, ve. Epigmenio Melendrez, informed against aa 
Epimenio Melendea, Appellant. Charged with murder by information 
in Superior Court of San Diego County; convicted of murder in second 
degree, and sentenced to ten years' imprisonment. Appealed, and on 
August 23, 1900, judgment reversed. 
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People, etc., Respondent, vs. C. C. Sullivan, Appellant. Charged with 

barglary by information in Superior Court of Alameda County; eon- 

■ricted of burglary in first degree, and sentenced to life imprisonment. 

Appealed, and appellaot'B opening brief duo September 19, 1900. 

People, etc., Reepnndent, vs. Marvin Vann, Appellant. Charged with 
• rape by information in Superior Court of Colusa County; convicted of 
an assault with intent to commit rape, and sentenced to five years' 
imprisonment. Appealed, and on July 9, 1900, judgment affirmed. 
Petition for rehearing denied. Received at State Prison, November 22, 
1899. 

People, etc., Respondent, vs. Charles Harloji, Appellant. Charged with 
rape by information in Superior Court of Sacramento County; con- 
victed, and sentenced to forty years' imprisonment. Appealed, and 
continued to Sacramento t«rm (1900). 

People, etc.. Respondent, vs. Charles Johnson, Appellant. Charged with 
assault to commit rape by information in Superior Court, City and 
County of San Francisco; convicted, and sentenced to nine years' 
imprisonment. Appealed, and on August 21, 1900, submitted. 

People, etc.. Respondent, vs. Ida F. Nolan, Appellant. Charged with 
assault with intent to commit murder by information in Superior Court, 
City and County of San Francisco; convicted, and sentenced to fine of 
1500, or 250 days in county jail. Appealed, and appellant's brief due 
August 30, 1900. 

People, etc., Respondent, vs. E. J. Cole, Appellant. Charged with forgery 
by information in Superior Court of Sacramento County; convicted, and 
sentenced to eight yeare' imprisonment. Appealed, and on August 20, 

1900, submitted. 

People, etc., Respondent, vs. Fred Rene, Appellant. Charged with rape 
by information in Superior Court of Tulare County; convicted, and sen- 
tenced to five years' imprisonment. Appealed, and on May 10, 1900, 
submitted. 

People, etc.. Respondent, vs. 0. 6. Young, Appellant. Charged with 
murder by information in Superior Court of Mendocino County; con- 
victed of manslaughter, and sentenced to ten years' imprisonment. 
Appealed, and on August 15, 1900, submitted. 

People, etc., Respondent, vs. Cordelia Rotkin, Appellant. Charged with 
murder by indictment in Superior Court, City and County of San Fran- 
cisco; convicted of murder in the first degree, and sentenced to life 
imprisonment. Appealed, and appellant's brief due September 6, 1900. 
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People, etc., BespMident, vs. W. A. Brandea, Appellant. Charged with 

murder by information in Superior Court of Alameda Coanty; convicted 

of murder in the second degree, and sentenced to life imptieonment. 

Api^aled, and on Augoet 30, 1900, appellant's reply brief filed. 

People, etc., Appellant, ve. Samuel B. Terrill, Respondent. Charged with 
embezzlement by information in the Soperior Court oi Santa Clara ■ 
County. People appealed from an order granting motion to set aside 
information. Argued and submitted August 21, 19O0. 

People, etc., Respondent, vs. Harry P. Clarhe, Appellant. Charged with 
murder by information in the Superior Court of Los Angeles County; 
convicted of murder in the second degree, and sentenced to life impris- 
onment. Appealed, and submitted June 26, 1900, 

People, etc., Respondent, vs. John Breen, Appellant. Charged with 
arson by information in the Superior Court of San Joaquin County; 
convicted of arson in the sec<Aid degree, and sentenced to ten years' 
imprisonment. Appealed, and on August 20, 1900, submitted. 

People, etc.. Respondent, vs. Fred Canning, Appellant. Charged with 
rape by information in the Superior Court of Alameda County; con- 
victed, and sentenced to Preston School of Industry during period of 
minority. Appealed, and on August 20, 1900, affirmed. 

Peojde, etc., Respondent, vs. J. Ellis Bodley, Appellant. Charged with 
perjury by indictment in Superior Court of Butte County; convicted, 
and sentenced to twelve years' imprisonment. Appealed, and submitted 
July 2, 1900. 

People, etc.. Respondent, vs. Tony Bice and Jach Brooks, Appellants. 
Charged with murder by information in Superior Court of Fresno County; 
convicted of murder in second degree, and sentenced to life imprison- 
ment. Appealed, and submitted August 15, 1900. 

People, etc., Respondent, vs. A. Arlington, Appellant. Charged with 
grand larceny by information in the Superior Court of Alameda County; 
convicted, and sentenced to life imprisonment. Appealed, and submitted 
August 21, 1900. 

People, etc., Respondent, vs. Justin A. Brown, Appellant. Charged with 
murder by information in the Superior Court of Kern County; convicted 
of murder in the first degree, and sentenced to lite imprisonment. Ap- 
pealed, and respondent's brief filed August 16, 1900. 

People, etc.. Respondent, vs. J. W. Amett, Appellant. Charged with 
assault to murder by information in the Superior Court of Lassen 
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Countyj convicted, and sentenced to three years' imprisonment. Ap- 
pealed, and on July 21, 1900, judgment reversed and defendant ordered 
discharged. 

People, etc., Sespondentj vs. Benjamin lAepsic, Appellant. Charged 
with embezzlement by information in Superior Court, City and County 
of San Francisco; convicted, and eentenced to five years' imprisonment. 
Appealed, and submitted August 20, 1900. 

People, etc., JRespondent, vt, John E. Sexton, Appellant. Charged with 
extortion by indictment in Superior Court of £1 Dorado County; con- 
victed, and sentenced to two years' imprisonment. Appealed, and re- 
spondent's brief due September 7, 1900. 

People, etc., Reipondent, vi. WiUiam P. Mendenhall, Appellant. Charged 
with assault to murder by information in Superior Court, City and 
County of San Francisco; convicted, and sentenced to five years' 
imprisonment. Appealed, and submitted August 21, X900. 

People, etc., Reepondent, vs. Lem Deo, Appellant. Charged with mur- 
der by information in Superior Court of Yuba County; convicted of 
murder in the first degree, and sentenced to life imprisonment. 
Appealed, and respondent's brief due September 9, 1900. 

People, etc., Respondent, vs. Vemea Shears, Appellant. Charged with 
murder by information in the Superior Court of Riverside County; con- 
victed of manslaughter, and sentenced to ten years' imprisonment. 
Appealed, and appellant's reply brief due August 4, 1900. 

People, etc., Respondent, vs. W. J. GoldswoHhy, Appellant. Charged with 
burglary by information in the Superior Court of San Joaquin County; 
convicted of burglary in the first degree, and sentenced to fourteen years' 
imprisonment. Appealed, and respondent's brief due September 21, 
1900. 

People, etc., Reapondeni, vs. Hieronymua Hartman, Appellant. Charged 
with bigamy by information in the Superior Court of San Bernardino 
County; convicted, and sentenced to two years' imprisonment. Appealed, 
and respondent's brief due September 14, 1900. 

People, etc., Respondent, vt. Robert Bishop, Appellant. Charged with 
arson by indictment in the Superior Court of Alameda County; con- 
victed, and sentenced to five years' imprisonment. Appealed, and appel- 
lant's brief due July 17, 1900. 
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People, etc., Reepondent, vs. George Warren, et al., AppeUanU. Charged 

with grand larceny by indictment in the Superior Court of San Luis 

Obiepo County; convicted, and sentenced to four years' inaprisonment. 

Appealed, and respondent's brief filed Augnst 23, litOO. 

People, etc.. Respondent, V8. J. A. Warren, et al., AppeUante. Charged 
with grand larceny by indictment in the Superior Court of San Luis 
Obispo County; convicted, and sentenced to four years' imprieoniuent. 
Appealed, and respondent's brief filed August 20, 1900. 

People, etc., Respondent, vs. Samuel M. Ftndley, Appellant. Charged 
with embezzlement by indictment in Superior Court of San Luis Obispo 
County; convicted, and sentenced to eight years' imprisonment. Ap- 
pealed, and respondent's brief due September 8, 1900. 

People, etc., Respondent, vs. John Machado and Victorine Lucas, Appel- 
lants. Charged with grand larceny by indictment in the Superior Court 
of San Luis Obispo County. Appealed, and respoadent's brief filed 
August 23. 1900. 

People, etc.. Respondent, vs. George Suesser, Appellant. Charged with 
murder by information in Superior Court of Monterey County; con- 
victed of murder in the first degree, and sentenced to death. Appealed, 
and respondent's brief due September 21, 1900. 

People, etc., Respondent, vs. Bert Ross, Appellant. Charged with mur- 
der by indictment in Superior Court of San Luis Obispo County; con- 
victed, and sentenced to death. Appealed, and appellant's brief due 
September 9, 1900. 

People, etc., Respondent, vs. Tkorruis F. Grimes, AppeUant. Charged 
with murder by information in Superior Court of Placer County; con- 
victed of murder in the second degree, and sentenced to twenty-four 
years' imprisonment. Appealed, and appellant's brief due September 
10, 1900. 

People, etc.. Respondent, vs. Quon Long Young, AppellaTit. Charged 
with assault with a deadly weapon by information in Superior Court of 
San Diego County; convicted, and sentenced to sixty days in county 
jail. Appealed, and transcript filed August 1, 1900. 

Peo^, etc.. Respondent, vs. Ramon Tapia, Appellant. Charged with 
murder by information in Superior Court of San Diego County; con- 
victed of murder in the first degree, and sentenced to life imprisonment. 
Appealed, and respondent's brief due September 18, 1900. 
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People, etc.. Respondent, vs. Thomas A. KeUy, Appellant. Charged with 
oSering to be filed a false and forged bail bond, by indictment in the 
Superior Court, City and County of San Francisco; convicted, and 
sentenced to three and one half years' imprisonment. Appealed, and 
transcript filed. Appellant's brief due September 5, 1900. 

People, etc., Respondent, vs. Z. WiBiams, Appellant. Charged with 
rape by information in Superior Court of Los Angeles County; con- 
victed, and sentenced to eighteen years' imprisonment. Appealed, and 
appellant's opening brief filed August 30, 1900. Respondent's brief due 
September 9, 1900. 

People, etc., Respondent, vs. E. V. Methever, Appellant. Charged with 
murder by information in Superior Court of Los Angeles County; con- 
victed of murder in the first degree, and sentenced to death. Appealed, 
and transcript filed August 20, 1900. Appellant's brief due September 
14, 1900. 

People, etc., Respondent, vs. R. A. Bird, Appellant. Charged with 
forgery by information in Superior Court of Los Angeles County; con- 
victed, and sentenced to six years' imprisonment. Appealed, and tran- 
script filed August 80, 1900. Appellant's brief due September 9, 1900. 

People, etc., Respondent, vs. John ffiltel. Appellant. Charged with 
arson by information in Superior Court of Napa County; convicted of 
arson in the second degree, and sentenced to five years' imprisonment. 
Appealed, and appellant's brief due September 18. 1900. 



SOHStDULB ' 



CIVIL OASES WHEBEIK LEAVE HAS BEEN GRANTED TO 
SUE IN THE NAME OF THE PEOPLE. 



People ex rel. Attomey-Qeneral vs. Modesto Irrigation District. Stanis- 
lans County. Action brought to declare the Modesto Irrigation IMs- 
trict illegally incorporated. Judgment for plaintiff July 24, 1900. 
Notice of appeal served August 10, 1900. 

People ex rel. R. A. Ling, et al., vs. Thomas Qoss, et ai. Los Angeles 
County. Quo warranto to determine the right of the Board of Police 
Commissioners of the City of Los Angeles to hold office. On Decem- 
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ber 27, 1899, action dismissed, defendants vacated their offices and 
relators took their seats. 

People ex rel. Thomat H, Hicks, vs. Nat Stewart. Santa Barbara 
County. Quo warranto to determine right of defendant to the office of 
Sheriff of Santa Barbara County. Judgment for defendant March 30, 
1899. Defendant appealed, and cause submitted April 9, 1900, Sub- 
mission set aside and on Los Angeles 1900 calendar. 

People ex rel. C. N. Sterry vt. W. L. Harditon, el al. Los Angeles 
County. Action to abate a public nuisance, t. e., an oil well. Action 
dismissed March 5, 1900, on motion of relator. 

People ex rel. C N. Sterry vs. Richard Green, et al. Los Angeles 
County. Action to abate a public nuisance, t. e., an oil well. Cause at 
issue; trial continued on June i, 1900, to be reset. 

People ex rel. Henry Pringle vs. W. P. BagUy. Sonoma County. Quo 
warranto to determine the right of defendant to the office of City Re- 
corder of Santa Rosa. Judgment for plaintiff August 14, 1900. No 
appeal. 

People ex rel. C. A. Lee vs. S. M. Prewett, et al. Madera County. Quo 
warranto to determine right of defendants to office of School Trustees, 
etc. Judgment for plaintiff; defendants appealed. Judgment affirmed 
March 9, 1899. 

People ex rel. John F. SUva vs. M. McNamara, el al. Sutter County. 
Action to declare Levee District No. 6 ill^ally organized. Judgment 
for defendant July 27, 1898; plaintiff appealed, and on May 9, 1900, 
submitted in the Supreme Court. 

People ex rel. John Hall vs. Arrowhead Reservoir Company. San Ber- 
nardino County. Action to declare defendant's franchise to toll road 
expired. On September 19, 1899, the case was indefinitely continued. 

People ex rel. M. W. Wilcoxvs.Qeorge DeLalour. City and County of San 
Francisco. Action to abate public nuisance, to wit: cream of tartar 
works. Action commenced May 6, 1897, in Santa Clara County, and on 
June 11, 1897, motion tor change of venue to City and County of San 
Francisco granted, since which nothing has been done. 

Peoj^ ex rel. Charles Franeee vs. W. J. Sill. Monterey County. Quo 
warranto to determine right of defendant to office of Mayor of Salinas 
City. Judgmentfor plaintifT; defendant appealed, and on June 9, 1899, 
judgment affirmed. 
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PeojAe ex rel. McCarthy vs. C. W. Co»aboom. Lob Angeles County. 
Quo warranto to determine r^htof defendant to office of Trustee of town 
of Long Beach. Action abandoned by plaintiff June 22, 1900, by reation 
of di Bin corporation of town of Long Beach. 

People, etc., vi. Rosen^tein-Cohn Cigar Co. Loa Angeles County. 
Action brought to diesolve the corporation for non-complianoe with laws 
governing foreign corporationa. Judgment for defendants; appealed, and 
briefs &led, but not on calendar for argument. 

People ex rel. Smith vs. San Lvit Water Company. San Luis Obispo 
County. Action to forfeit defendant's franchise. Suit dismissed May 9, 
1900, on request of plaintiff. 

People ex rel. F. H. Page us. Arthur D. Whitney, et al. City and County 
of San Francisco. Action to enjoin defendants from placing dam at 
mouth of Seal Creek. April 20, 1900, action diemiased on motion of 
plaintiff. 

People ex rel. Charles H. Froet vs. Los Angeles Terminal Bailway Company, 
Action to enjoin defendant from exercising franchise granted by City of 
Pasadena by ordinance No. 401. Order to show cause signed and filed, 
and on October 17, 189S, citation continued to November 7, 1898. No 
further proceedings have been had. 

People ex rel. C. 0. Barker vs. John Shaver. Riverside County. Quo 
warranto to determine right of defendant to office of Supervisor of River- 
side County. Judgment for defendant on April 19, 1898. Appealed, 
and judgment affirmed December 29, 1899. 

People ex rel. F, J. Fogg vs. Perris Irrigation District. Riverside County. 
Action to declare defendant district illegally organized. Argued and 
submitted October 9, 1899. 

People ex rel. C. N. Champion vs. Fruilvale Quarry Company. Alameda 
County. Action to abate a public nuisance. Answer of defendant due. 

People ex rel. J. W. Qarr vs. Dinuba High School District. Tulare 
County. Action to declare defendant district ill^ally organised. Judg- 
ment for defendants on July 2, 1900. 

People ex rel. W. N, Moore vs. E. W. King. Mendocino County. Quo 
warranto to determine right of defendant to office of Medical Super- 
intendent of Mendocino State Hospital. Judgment for defendant June 
7, 1S9S; plaintiff appealed, and judgment affirmed February 16, 1900. 



Do,l,.cdtyCoOgic 



50 SEFOBT OF JLTTOBNBT-aBNKSAL. 

Schedule "H" — Continued. 
People ex rel. Lotus Feutier vs. S. ff. Brooks. Citj and County of San 
Francieca Quo warranto to determine right of defendant to office of 
Treasurer of City and County of San Francisco. March 12, 1900, cause 
continued indefinitely. 

People ex rel. R, Pixley vi. Lodi High School Dittriel, San Joaquin 
County. Action to declare defendant district illegally organized. Judg- 
ment for defendant Septeml)er 17, 1897. Plaintiff appealed, and on 
July 7, 1899, judgment affirmed. 

People ex rel. F. S. Chadboume v>. Rudolph Serold. City and County 
of San Francisco. Quo warranto to determine right of defendant to 
ofBce of State Harbor Commissioner. Action dismissed on motion of 
plaintiff, November 13, 1899. 

People ex rel. A. J. Condee vs. Aleatandro Irrigation District. River- 
side County. Action commenced February 18, 1899, to declare defend- 
ant district illegally organized. Answer filed July 11, 1899. 

People ex rel. Nets R. Benson vs. Orapeland Irrigation Dietriet. San 
Bernardino County. Action to declare defendant district illegally 
organized. Judgment for defendant April 11, 1900. 

People ex rel. J. E. Mayo V8. W. M. Thomburg. Alpine County. Qao 
warranto to determine right of defendant to office of District Attorney 
of Alpine County. Judgment of nonsuit entered November 13, 1899. 
No appeal. 

People ex rel. A. M. Hoffman ve. John Hutchinson. Placer County, 
Action to declare toll road franchise expired. Judgment for plaintiff 
March 15, 1899. 

People ex rel. Edward Bouton vs. San Jacinto and Pleasant Valley 
Irrigation District. Riverside County., Action to declare defendant 
district illegally organized. Judgment for plaintiff July 11, 1899. No 
appeal. 

People ex rel. J. F. Ramage vs. Stockton Electric Railroad Company. 
San Joaquin County. Action to declare certain of defendant's property 
escheated to the State. Judgment for defendant. Plaintiff appealed, 
and appellant's reply brief on file March 17, 1900. 

People ex rel. J. W. Skelton vs. City of Los Angeles. Los Angeles 
County. Action to declare that territory mentioned in complaint was 
not within City of Los Angeles. Demurrer to complaint sustained 
December 18, 1899, since which tto further proceedings have been had. 
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People ex rel. R. U. CoUine va. Giant Powder Company. City and 
Connty of S&n FrauciBco. Action brought Dec«inber 31, 1898, to die- 
solve defendant corporation. Dismissed on motion of plaintiff, March 
16, 1900. 

People ex rel. I. 8. McCoy vs. Glen Peterson. San Joaqoin Connty. 
Qao warranto to determine right of defendant to office of School Trustee. 
Action commenced October 13, 1899, since which no report has been 



People ex rel. J. F. Ramage v». Slaehton Savings and Loan Society. San 
Joaqnin County. Action to declare certain property of defendant 
escheated to the State. Judgment for defendant. Plaintiff appealed, 
and appellant's reply brief on file March 17, 1900. 

People ex rel. B. W. Jauchius vs. Tnlare Irrigation District. Tulare 
County. Action commenced February 14, 1899, to declare defendant 
district illegally oi^anized. On April 14, 1900, "leave to sue" sus- 
pended. No further proceedings have been had. 

People ex rel. John J. Brady vs. J. W. Pitts. Tuolumne County. Quo 
warranto to determine right of defendant to office of Supervisor of 
Tuolumne County. Defendant resigned. Action dismissed January 
15, 1900. 

People ex rel. Eureka & Klamath Railroad Company vs. Eel River & 
Eureka RaUroad Company. Humboldt County. On June 10, 1899, 
action brought to prevent defendant from usurping ^anchise to part of 
road riot within its franchise. On October 11, 1899, action dismissed. 

People ex rel, H. C. Werner vs. F. S. Goodapeed, et al. Los Angeles 
County. Action commenced January 4, 1900, to declare defendants 
unlawfully acting as directors of a pretended sanitary district. No 
report as to present status. 

People ex rel. M. Richard vs. J. W. Sugae, et al. Los Angeles County. 
Action commenced January 4, 1900, to declare defendants guilty of 
usurping franchise of pretended sanitary district. No report as to 
present status. 
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SEPO&T OF AITORNEY-QENBBAIi. 

ScHEDDLi "J" — Continued. 

BIVBBSIDI 00 DHTT-'Lynlkn BTknl, DUtrlat Attoraaf. 
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SoHSDDLB " J "— Continned. 
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